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tiary. There are some $9,000 appropriated each 
year to keep up that institution. I should like to 
know whether the conv cts are supported in ease 
and comfort, or whether they are required to labor? 
| think that they ought to be made to work outa 
considerable part of the expense. I hope the 
committee may not adopt the amendment. 

A Memser. The expense of the penitentiary 
is $12,000. 

Mr.SEWARD. I am told that the expense of 
the institution is $12,000. If this penitentiary is 
getting to be euch a great tax on the Government 
we had better abolish it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
gentleman. 
of the management of the institution. Our atten- 
tion was not directed to that. Our attention was 
only directed to the character of ‘the duties which 
these inspectors had to perform, and the amount 
of their compensation. We were satisfied the 
amount proposed in the amendment was proper. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I aminstructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means.to offer the following 
amendment: 


For payment to the city of Norfolk, for rent of rooms in 
the City Hall by the district court of the United States for 
the eastern district of Virginia, from the 30th of May, 1850, 
to the 30th of May, 1853, $900. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EWING. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For mileage and per diem to William Carr Lane, for con- 
testing the seatof the Delegate from New Mexico, $2,868 80. 

I presume that, with a brief explanation, there 
will be no objection to the amendment. I have 
been instructed by the Committee of Elections, 


I cannot answer the 


and, I believe, if 1 am not mistaken, with perfect || 


unanimity, to report in favor of paying mileage 
and per diem to William Carr Lane for contest- 
ing the seat of the Delegate from New Mexico. 
1 have been advised that the point in the bill which 
we are now considering is as good a place as | 
could find to offer the amendment. The Com- 


mittee of Elections unanimously, or, perhaps, with || 


but one dissenting voice, reported against allowing 
the seat to Governor Lane. I myself concurred in 
the report of the majority of the committee, be- 
lieving that the sitting member was entitled to his 
seat. At the same time, however, that the com- 
mittee believed this, there was at all _“, plaus- 
ible ground amply sufficient to justify Governor 
Lane in contesting the seat. 
irregularities—irregularities which, perhaps, ought 


to be overlooked in a new Territory, recently or- || 


ganized like that of New Mexico, comprising 
such a population as it does. I say, that there 
were great irregularities in the election, but there 
was no proof to satisfy us that there was fraud in 
any case; and we felt bound, under the decisions 
of the courts, to decide against the petitioner. 

The committee are well aware that it is import- 
ant to pay the expenses of the contestants of seats 
upon this floor, in order to preserve the purity of 
elections, and guard the rights of the people and 
their Representatives. No man is willing to come 
here from such a remote constituency as that of 
New Mexicoat very great expense, with his case 
prepared at still greater expense, and remain here 
awaiting the action of the House at an additional 
expense; for we all know what it costs to live at 
hotels here, and it is bad enough with the per 
diem. It cannot be expected that a poor man 
would, and I know that a rich man would not, be 
willing—after going through the canvass, and per- 
haps incurring expenses there—to prepare his 
case, come to this great distance, neglect his busi- 
ness, and pay his board here, to contest a seat 
here. It is on that principle that we recommend 
this appropriation, and I simply wish to remind 
the committee that it has always justified and in- 
duced the House to appropriate money to pay for 
the mileage and diem of a contesting member. 
With this brief explanation, I presume the com- 
mittee will hardly object to, the amendment, al- 
though I see my friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones} OS oppose it. [A laugh.) 


I cannot give him a detailed account | 


here were great | 
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| Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. I am opposed to 
this amendment, as I have been to every one of a | 
similar charac since | have been here. I have 
one rule on which | act on subjects of this kind, | 
and from which I do not vary. 


member, I will vote to pay him the mileage and 
per diem up to that time, whether he succeeds in | 
| establishing his own right to the seat or not. But | 
|| | cannot vote to pay any contestant who has failed 
to satisfy the House that the sitting member is | 
not entitled to his seat. | 
| ° (Cries of ** Question!” “ Question !""} | 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I propose to 
amend the amendment by increasing the appro- 
priation one dollar. 





| 
| 


a rather peculiar case, and one which does not 
| ordinarily occur. When Colonel Lane left the | 


| Territory of New Mexico to come to Washington || 
| and claim a seat on this floor as the Delegate of |; 


| that ferritory, he certainly felt that he was the | 
rightfully and legally elected Delegate. The elec- | 
tion returns that were then in the office of the Sec- 
retary of the Territory showed that he had a large 
majority of the votes returned. The certificate, 


a complex sort of certificate was given to him, not | 
| deciding the right of either party to the seat. But 
as the certificate was given to Sefior GaLiecos, 
| Colonel Lane felt it to be his duty to contest the 
| election at the instance of the people of the Terri- 
| tory. He did give notice to Sefor GaLiecos of his 
| intention to contest his seat; and he authorized his 
jagent in New Mexico to take testimony in the 
case, before he left the Territory to come to the | 
| States. Subsequently, however, additional re- | 
turns were sent to the Secretary’s office. These 
| additional returns were sent in time, not exactly 
| according to the requirements of the law, but 
| really within the limitation allowed by law. And 
| | suppose they were sent to the Secretary at the 
| expense of the Government, and that he had 
authority to send out and get a correct report, the 
| provisions of the law not having been complied | 
| with. Those additional returns to the Secretar 
| changed the whole character of the matter, od. 
instead of showing that Governor Lane was enti- 
| tled to a seat, it showed that SefiorGaL.Lecos was. 
There was no fraud in the transaction, and no | 
| attempt to show fraud There was a clear and | 
undoubted expression of the whole people in favor 
| of GaLieeos, and of course he was, by the action | 
| of this House, permitted to take his seat here. 
But Governor Lane, when he left the Territory 
| and came here, believed that he was justly enti- | 
| tled to ‘the seat; and the returns, for the time 
| being, showed that he was entitled to it. I am 
| satisfied that he came to Washington in good 
| faith; and [ think, under those circumstances, he 
is entitled to his mileage and per diem. 
| Mr. EWING. I wish to inquire of the gen- 
| tleman whether Governor Lane does not stand | 
/upon the same footing as those, in many other 
| cases, where mileage and per diem have been al- 
|| lowed ? 
Mr.STANTON. I have no doubt of it. | 
Mr. EWING. The committee will remember 
| that if the grounds upon which his election stood 
(had been as he supposed they were, he would | 
| have been occupying a seat here, and receiving | 
| mileage and per diem. But the facts turned out | 
to be different from what he supposed. 
Mr.SEWARD. I put myself to some trouble | 
to examine the returns of that election, and I am | 
| uttable to see any plausible ground upon which | 
| Colonel Lane could claim a right to-a seat upon | 
| this floor. In truth, the whole ground of his 
objection to the election of his opponent was based | 
upon a legal technicality, and that was, that the | 
poll books were not properly kept and certified to | 
under the laws of New Mexico, 
My objection to this amendment is, that it is | 
setting a bad precedent. If | believed that the 
seat was contested in good faith, | would vote for 


the appropriation; but the whole ground upon 














It is this: that || 
| when a contestant succeeds in ousting the sitting || 


I desire to remark, Mr. Chairman, that this is |) 


| however, was given to Sefior GaLLEGOs; or rather || 


|| Elections himself o 
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| which he based his claim to a seat upon this floor 
was ey and technical. 

| Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, (interrupting. ) 
| The gentleman will allow me to say that the ex- 
ception taken to the poll books was not taken 
| until after General Lane had left the Territory 
and had arrived here. 
Mr. SEWARD. Well, it was the duty of that 
| gentleman to have received a certificate of his elec- 
| tion from the proper authority before he left for 
| Washington; and if he came here in advance of 
| the fact of his election being ascertained, he did so 
| on his own responsibility. 

| Let us examine this question. Here is a gen- 
| tleman who was occupying a public position in 
| 

' 


| New Mexico, and his business in connection 
with that position called him to Washington. 
| Now, it was very convenient for him, under such 
| circumstances, to contest the election of his oppo- 

nent,and set up a claim for mileage and per diem. 
| The practice of chown such claims is a bad one; 
| and in all our Territories the same condition of 
| things may arise hereafter from the unsettled state 

they are in, their sparseness of population, and 
| the want of well-settled laws of election; and if 
| this claim is allowed, others will come here, from 
time to time, and set up aclaim for mileage and 
per diem whenever there is any ground, however 
slight, to justify it. 

Furthermore, when the matter was under in- 
vestigation before the committee, it was with dif- 
| ficulty that we could get him before the Commit- 

tee to attend to it; and the House will remember, 
| that after the committee had decided upon the 
| 


case, and reported upon it to the House, he did 
not trouble himself to contest the right of his ad- 
versary when the report was made, and that we 
| heard nothing of his claim for several days after- 
| wards. I think the chairman of the Committee of 
pposed a suspension of the 
rules for the purpose of introducing a resolution to 


| pay Mr. Lane his per diem and mileage when the 


attempt was made in the House, and I do not 
think I can be mistaken when I say that ‘at that 
| time a majority of that committee were opposed 
} to paying this gentleman his per diem and mileage. 
Mr. STANTON, by unanimous consent, then 
| withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. HUNT. I move to increase the amount 
ten dollars. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee 
| [Mr. Jones} says he desires to maintain his con- 
sistency—that he has always acted in opposition 
| to the allowance of such claims. Sir, I desire this 
House, on the other hand, to maintain its consist- 
ency, and to continue the liberal policy it has 
heretofore pursued in cases like the present. I 
desire that the representatives of the people should 





|| uphold that policy as a means of preserving the 


urity of the elective franchise. 1 desire them to 
_ the door open for the proper investigation 


|| by this House of contested elections, and espe- 


cially not to shut it against poor men who cannot 
| afford to come here and press their claims and the 
| claims of the people, when they know that, in the 
| event of not succeeding, the expenses of the con- 
tests must fall exclusively upon themselves. 

Mr. Chairman, | had the honor of forming an 
acquaintance this winter with Governor Lane in 

| this city ;”and I take great pleasure in saying, that 
I roe dd a high-minded, honorable gentleman, 
of singular modesty, and delicacy of feeling. Sir, 
he never presented a petition for pay and mile- 
age to this House. The present motion originate, 
in the sense of justice of members; and I hope the 
House will feel it its duty to adopt it. 

I do rot propose to go into the question of the 
justice of decauien Lane’s claim to a seat upon 
this floor. The Committee of Elections determ- 
ined, and I have no doubt justly, that he was 
not entitled toa seat. But the same committee, 
thoroughly acquainted with all the circumstances 
under which he appeared before the House, have 
reported that he is entitled to the per diem and 
mileage usually allowed in cases of contested elec- 
tions. 


Mr. SEWARD. [If the gentleman will allow 
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me, I will say that, as one of the members of the | 


‘ 2 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Tay.or of 


Committee of Elections, | never acceded to such |} Ohio, and Packer, were appointed. 


® proposivion. 

Mr. HUNT. I did not say that the honorable 
gentleman acquiesced in this report. I stated 
merely that the committee had reported in favor 
of the allowance. 

Mr, EWING. 
ana will allowme, I will say to the gentleman from 
Georgia, that | was under the impression he had 
given his assent to this proposition. I was told 
that { was instructed unanimously to report it; 
and | presume the opinion of the committee is 
unanimous, with the exception of the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. HUNT. The gentleman from Missouri, 
{[Mr. Mitcer,] who had charge of this matter 
when it was before the House, is not now in his 
seat; and I will, therefore, add for him, that Gover- 
nor Lane did not come here of his own motion, or 
for any private purposes of his own, but that he 
came at the instance eis of New Mexico, 
and for a public purpose. Not, sir,todemand pay 


and mileage, but to insist, bona fide, upon what | 


he and those who sent him here believed to be 
due to him and to them—his right to a seat on 
this floor. Hecame here under the honest im- 
pression that he had been elected by the votes of 
the American portion, usually, if not properly, 


so called, of the people of New Mexico, over the | 
gentieman who received the votes of the Pueblo | 


Indians—a gentleman who does not speak our 


language, and who does not choose to sit here | 
He came here to contest his right to | 


among us. 
a seat upon this floor as an act of justice to the 
people; and, as an act of justice to that people, 

hope this House will accede to the proposition 
to give him his per diem and mileage. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I am very 
well acquainted with Dr. Lane, and have been for 
some thirty years. He has been an acquaintance, 
but not a political friend. 


when he was here last winter; and I 


to importune or to annoy them with his applica- 
tions for a seathere. I do not think that it ought 


to be brought up in judgment against any man | 


that he did not annoy us with applications. God 
knows we get enough of them all around! We 
should rather be thankful when any one will 
spare us, and be more disposed to do what is right 
for them. 

I had no particular acquaintance with this case 
until it arrived here. I presented the memorial 
and papers of the sitting Delegate from New Mex- 


ico at his request. Allthe knowledge | have of the | 


subject has been derived from the newspapers of 
New Mexico, and reports and information from 
that Territory during the time the election was in 
pe and after it had finished. We are neizh- 

ors to Santa Fé—only twelve or fifteen hundred 
miles apart. There being nobody between, we 


are neighbors, and we can talk of each other’s | 


affairs. Well, sir, from all I saw during the time 
the canvass was going on, and-after it was fin- 
ished, I thought that Governor Lane had a fair 
claim to the seat. 


seemed to me, from all I saw and heard from the 
Territory, that it was the better one of the two. 

The question seems now to turn principally on 
this: Is Dr. Lane asking this in good faith? Did 
he come on in good faith? Or was it a mere pre- 
tense to cover a different purpose? That is the 
ware to which the case is narrowed down. 

ith respect to that, it seems to me to all turn on 
that point. I will say, in the first place, that having 
known Governor Lane long, | hold him to be in- 
capable, personally incapable, of acting in that 
manner. So much for his character. 

Then with respect to the circumstances of the 
case. From all that I saw in the newspapers of 
the country when the canvass went on—and Isaw 
all Det pre English and Spanish—and from all 
Ih » | thought he had a fair claim to the seat. 
1 do not say better than the other, but fair; and 
really, I ae, he would be most apt to get it. 

Mr. HUNT, by unanimous consent, then with- 
drew his amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. Ewinc’s amend- 
ment, 

Mr. FLORENCE. I demand tellers on the 
amendment. 


If the gentleman from Louisi- || 


| for moneys claimed. 


I do not say that it was better || 
than the other, but it was fair; and, really, it ] 








The question was taken; and the tellers reported | 


—ayes 75, noes 54. 
So the amendment war agreed to. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I offerthe following amend- 


ment: 

For continuing the aqueduct for bringing water into the 
city of Washington, agreeably to the plan adopted by the 
President of the United States, accordinfto the provisions 
of the act of Congress, approved March 3, 1853, $500,000, 

Some time since I addressed the committee at 
length upon the subject of this aqueduct. It had 
previously been discussed in Committee of the 
Whole upon another occasjon. I do not intend 
now to enter into the merits of the case, or the 
necessities for such a measure. In the first place, 
the amendment calls for the appropriation of 
$500,000 in order to continue a work already 
begun, and well begun—to continue a work au- 
thorized by the act of Congress approved the 
3d of March, of last year—to continue a work 
whose establishment was to depend upon the ap- 
proval of the President of the United States, which 
approval this work has already received. A con- 
siderable portion of the work has been accom- 
plished, and a large appropriation made for the 


| continuance of the work. 


[t is therefore deemed appropriate at this time 
to ask for this sum, that the work may be prose- 
cuted towards a eonclusion as soon as possible. 
It is not necessary for me to represent to the 
committee an argument which has been already 
enforced upon them—that the United States Gov- 
ernment is very deeply concerned in the prosecu- 
tion and early completion of this work, so far as 
regards the preservation and safety of their pub- 


| lic buildings, and the repositories of puis agi 


on the security of which so much depends, as a 


| matter of individual rights, as a matter of indi- 
| vidual convenience, and, let me add, in addition 
I saw him frequently || 
believe | 
that he acted towards me as he did towards most | 
of the other members of Congress, which was not | 


to that, as a matter of public propriety. Why, 
sir, millions of dollars have been lost to claimants 
by the destruction of one or two of the depart- 
ments of the Government by fire. It cannot be 
denied that at certain times this Government has 
been compelled to pay perhaps millions of dol- 
lars on improper claims, merely because they 
were unable to produce that testimony which 


| would have shown that they had been paid. 


We require, therefore, some sufficient means to 


| preserve from the destructive elementall the rec- 
| ords of this nation, all the archives of this coun- 


try, which are hereafter to be our vouchers for 
moneys paid, or the vouchers of our constituents 
The health of the people, 
our own convenience, and all these circumstances, 
will impress themselves on every individual as 
they may view the subject. No man can be in- 
sensible to this. But I wish to impress upon the 
minds of this committee, and to ask them to con- 
sider the fact, that this work was begun by the 


| authority of an act of Congress; that the plans 


were referred for approval to the President of the 
United States; that he did approve the plan that has 
been adopted; and that the money appropriated 
last year has been expended in the prosecution of 
this plan; and that, as a matter of course, the sea- 
son for contracts was not allowed to pass without 
providing the ways and means to continue the 


| work; bricks, stone, laborers, and all the appli- 


ances necessary to carry on such a work,. when 
the appropriation should have been made. I did 


expect, and others expected, that this appropria- | 
| tion would have been granted in a former bill; but 


this matter was not deemed to be in order in it. 
It is now presented again. It is presented, I pre- 
sume, in the confidence that it cannot escape this 
committee; that such a measure is as absolutely 


necessary to the preservation of our national | 


archives as it is to the convenience and comfort 
of the national representatives. The objections 


that have been urged to this appropriation are, it | 


appears to me, irrelevant. I will not meet them 
pressed on this House at the present time. The 
are question is as to the appropriation; the 
mode of disbursing it will be a matter for after 
consideration. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I am opposed | 


to this appropriation, for the reason that the plan 
adopted, and the work projected, is of the most 
extravagant and unnecessary character. 





| mated. 
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It proposes to bring into the city of Washington 
no less than sixty-odd millions of gallons of water 
e day; when, at the present time, in the city of 

ondon, with two and a half millions of inhabit. 
ants, only forty-seven millions of gallons are sup- 
plied daily. In the city of New York | am told 
that only about forty millions of gallons are 
brought per day. But into the city of Washing 
ton, with forty or forty-five thousand inhabitants 
it is proposed to bring a daily supply of sixty 
millions of gallons. 

Now, sir, if gentlemen will examine into the 
particulars of the report, they will find that the mil. 
itary engineer in charge of this work proposes to 
use, or rather, f suppose, he would have to uge 
fifty-nine sixtieths of that water for manufacturing 
purposes. It is notso stated in terms in the report; 
but the appropriation of the water to manufactur. 
ing purposes is distinctly pointed out; and it must 
be used for that purpose, or it must be wasted, 
| have been infermed—whether correctly or not | 
cannot say—that, shou!d this water be brought in 
the quantity proposed, the portion of it which 
could be disposed of for manufacturing purposes 
would provide a water power equal to that at the 
city of Lowell. The statement may be eXagger- 
ated; but, sir, one of the gentlemen who has ex. 
amined into this subject, Colonel Hughes, the 
engineer who made & survey some years ago, 
states that the highest quantity of water proposed 
to be furnished to each individual inhabitant, in 
any city in the world, is thirty gallons a day. At 


| that rate, for the present population of the city of 


Washington, only one million two hundred thou- 
sand gallons per day would be required. 

Now, we propose to provide water in so liberal 
a manner that it will supply a population more 
than sixty times as large as that of the city of 
Washington. What are we doing? What are 
we thinking of? If you will appoint a board of 
engineers to examine the report of Mr. Meigs in 
reference to these water-works, I venture to say 
that it will beshown conclusively that the estab- 
lishment which he proposes to build cannot be built 
for three times the amount which he has esti- 
But even if it could be built for the sum 
proposed, that is at least-ten times as much as the 
Government ought to expend for the people of 
Washington and Georgetown together, and a hun- 
dred times as much as the Government ought to 
provide for its own use. 

Mr. McMULLIN., Will the gentleman inform 
the House whether the original plan of iron 
pipes would furnish a sufficient quantity of water 
for the city, or not? 

Mr.STANTON. I can tell the gentleman that 
that was the plan to bring the water from Rock 
Creek, which is purer than that of the Potomac, and 
that an abundance could be supplied for a pop- 
ulation five times as great as that of Washington 
city, and that the whole cost would be less than 
a million of dollars, while the probability is that 
the plan under discussion will cost eight or ten 
times as much. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move to in- 


| crease the amount proposed by the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania $100,000. 

The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Sranron] 
argues that this plan which has been adopted by 
the President of the United States, pursuant to 
the law of the last Congress, is upon too extrav- 
agant a scale, and will bring too much water into 
the city. I do not know what plans were sub- 
mitted to the President, nor do I know how far he 


| exercised a wise judgment in coming to his con- 


clusion; but, for one, I am inclined to believe that, 
whether right or wrong, we should not go behind 
that decision. . 

So far as the bringing of too much water into the 
city is concerned, if that is considered any ob- 
jection, I am against the gentleman from Tennes- 

_see. You cannot have too much. I want no 
Lowell privileges here for manufacturing pur- 


|| poses, but I want a plenty of water, good water, 
now, because I cannot imagine that they will be | 


and pure water, and | should not care if the entire 
stream of the Potomac were turned into the city. 


| L would not care if its whole current were turned, 
|| to-day, in the city; and if it were, it would not 


be too much to wash out the filthy streets and 
lanes, alleys and avenues, we see around us. 
| want an’ abundance of water. We cannot have 
too much; there is no danger of error on that 


It is the |j side. 
most magnificent that could have been devised. |) 


But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention 
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of the committee to the facts connected with the 
history of this matter. 

At the last session of Congress we adopted the 
following provision in the appropriation bill: 

« To be expended-under the direction of the President of 
the United States, for the purpose of bringing water into the 


city of Washington, upon such plans, and from such places, | 
ashe may approve, $100,000: Provided, That if the plan | 


adopted by the President of the United States should re 
quire water to be drawn from any source within the limits 
of Maryland, the assent of the Legislature of that State 
should first be obtained.” 

Upon the adoption of that provision the Presi- 
dent of the United States, in pursuance of the 
authority given him, ee or the plan which he 
considered the best one. ll the plans were before 
him. He exercised the power conferred on him 
doubtless to the best of his ability and judgment. 
The gentleman from Tennessee is opposed to that 
plan approved by the President. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. If the gen- 
tleman will allow me, I will ask him if he is in 
favor of bringing into the city of Washington 


thirty or forty millions gallons of water per day | 


for manufacturing purposes? 
Mr. STEPHENS. Certainly not. 
Mr. STANTON. Well, sir, that is included 


in the project. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Well, sir, I do not know | 


what may be in the project, but this plan was ac- 
cepted by the President of the United States. 

Mr.STANTON. The report of Captain Meigs 
contains this,among the other items of the pro- 
ject. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Well, sir, [do not propose | 


to go into the particular merits or demerits of either | 


of the plans or projects; these were all before the 
President, to whom Congress submitted the mat- 
ter. The gentleman objects to the one adopted by 
the President, because it provides too much water. 
I repeat, that I do not care if it brings the broad 
Potomac itself into the city. I do not care how 
many gallons, or how many millions of gallons, 
it brings. The whole river, in my opinion, would 
not be too much. But we gave the President the 
power to adopta plan. He has done it, and | am’ 
bound to believe he acted as wisely and prudently 
with all the facts before him, as we could have 
done, or can now do. I have no evidence to the 
contrary. No man has risen to impeach the in- 
tegrity of the Pregjdent, or that of the engineer. 
Well, then, what are we to do? Are we to under- 
take to decide anew upon these several conflicting 
plans? I say no; go on and complete the work 
according to the plan decided upon. Let us go 
on and provide the necessary means for carrying 
it into effect, and supplying the city with the 
greatest abundance of water at the cheapest rates, 
and in the most practicable way. From the Great 
Falls it will cost very little more to bring a large 
supply than a small one. And when the supply 
is furnished, I care not whether the surplus, after 
the legitimate wants of the city are ‘satisfied, be 
used for manufacturing purposes or not. If this 
additional advantage will accrue from the larger 
supply from the Great Falls at a small increase of 
cost, it is no objection, in my opinion, to the plan 
adopted by the President. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. The honorable 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Strepuens] said, 
‘*Goon!”’ I say, stop! I have not risen to op- 
pose this plan, or to advocate any other. [| have 
nothing to say in disparagement of deriving the 
water from the Potomac; and nothing to say in 
praise of deriving it from Rock Creek. I am op- 
posed to the execution by the Government of any 
plan, whatever, for supplying this city with water. 

In my judgment, sir, we are on the threshold 
of a vast expenditure of money. Government 
had better retrace its steps than go forward. 
it goes forward, it will find itself involved, not only 
in a great loss of money, but in difficulties that 
will call for legislation, and that will consume 
much of the costly time of Congress. And that 
it will find its execution of the work the occasion 
of no little corruption to itself and to others, is 
what all experience in such matters teaches us to 
expect. 


his work can be done, and be kept in repair, 


by individual enterprise, at one half the expense | 


it would be toGovernment. Why, then, should it 
not be entrusted to individual enterprise? Let 
Government offer half a million, or, if proper, a 
million of dollars, to the responsible association 
that shall undertake to supply the city with water, 


If | 


and the offer will be promptly accepted. But it 
|| is said, that there is not enterprise enough among 
| the people of this city to get up such an associa- 
tion—not wealth enough to accomplish the object 
of it. I think better, however, than this of both the 
enterprise and ability of the people of Washing- 
ton. But if either will not, or cannot, do the 
work, there are Yankees enough who will; and 
not only Yankees enough, bat people enough in 
every part of the country, who will do it. 

Of course, | would have Government require, 
in return for its grant to the proposed association, 
the fullest liberty to use the water for all possible 
governmental purposes. And I would have Gov- 
ernment prescribe the general plan of the work— 
at least, some of its main features. 

1 hardly need say that | am willing, more than 
willing, to have Government pay for the water 
in full proportion to the value of its buildings and 
their precious contents, and to the value of its 
various great interests here, among which is the 
importance of preserving the health of its numer- 
ous servantscollected here. Indeed, | would have 
|| Government bear more than such proportion of 

the expenses for the common welfare of the city. 
It is the misfortune of our nation that its capital 
is in the midst of a people who cannot be a self- 
subsisting people. to a great extent Government 
must ever carry and sustain the people of this city. 

lam not of the number of those who think it 
would have been unwise to establish the capital 
in one of our great seats of commerce A people 
who support themselves are quite as virtuous and 
intelligent and safe a people as are they who lean 
largely upon others for their living. 

But it is said, that if Government does this work 
it will derive a great income from it. I do not 
believe that it will derive any income from it. It 
will be too much out of harmony with its dignity 

| for Government to be peddling water. If Govern- 
ment does the work, the people of this city will 
never be taxed for their water. The whole tax, 
in that case, will rest upon the whole people of 
the country. You might as well expect that Gov- 
ernment should erect toll-gates on the bridges it 
owns around this city, and stop passengers for 
their pennies, as expect that it will descend to the 
| little business of selling or leasing water. 

This city should be supplied with water, both 
abundantly and speedily; and, as I have said, I 
am willing to have Government contribute liber- 
ally toward the expense of it; but its contribution 

| must be in a way consistent with the office of Gov- 

'ernment. Not for the sake of doing any good 
may Government exceed its province. Govern- 
ment may do nothing that its citizens can do; 

| least of all may it do anything that they can do 

better than if can. 

| Llovethecity of Washington. I love it, because 


a 
t} 
} 
| 


I love it, because it does itself wear that greatest 
| name. [ love it, because it is the capital of our 
| nation—the seat of Government of our beloved 
country. I love it for its great natural beauty, 
that marks every part of this broad and magnifi- 
| cent amphitheater; and all the more do I love it 


lishments of art. It is true there are two plague- 





upon its beauty 
Here the hammer fell. } 


| mous consent, withdrew his amendment. 
Mr. HAMILTON. I move to increase the ap- 
| propriation five dollars. 

Mr. Chairman, I deem it my duty to speak in 
behalf of this appropriation for many reasons. 
It is entitled tomy support and advocacy, not only 
because of the past action of Congress, but 
| because of the great necessity for the work. | 
is needless for me, at this day, to urge the necessity 
| for water in thiscity. Every member knows and 
can appreciate it. 


streets and filthy gutters, all 





grounds, your meee? 
strongly attest it. If 


from the Capitol gate to the Treasury building, he 
is met and sickened each step by most foul and 
disgusting odors from aceumulating filth along 
the avenue. 

While upon this point, I cannot avoid condemn- 








| 


ing the city authorities for the manner in which 
they allow the avenue tobeleft. But yet, with- 
out water, how can it be cleansed, and how can 


it was founded by the greatest of all great names. | 


because this beauty is heightened by the embel- | 


spots upon its health—two blemishes and blots | 


r. STEPHENS, of Georgia, then, by unani- | 
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your parched public gardens be refreshed? Go 


| down to the pool near the western front of this 


Capitol, where rises a monument dedicated to the 
heroic bravery of your seamen in the Mediterra- 
nean, and see the filthy water there, hardly able 


| to subsist a hundred fish, and trickling down as if 


|} Water drops were as scarce as diamonds. 


| should supply the city with it? 
| Itants, who? 


We 
should have water here, either by authority of the 
United States or by the city authorities. It is a 
disgrace that the capital of this Republic, contain- 
ing as it does a population of forty thousand in- 
habitants, should not be better supplied with 
water, that indispensible necessity of life. Who 
if not the inhab- 
If not Congress, who? 

Two years ago Congress solemnly passed a law 
authorizing surveys to be made for the purpose of 
bringing water into the city of Washington. A 
committee of conference, of which my honorable 


| friend from Tennessee {Mr. Jones] was a mem- 


| ber, agreed to the proposition, and it passed both 


Houses. After that survey had been made, and 
after an examination of the three plans which 
were submitted, Congress agreed to appropriate 
$100.000 to supply the city with water. | was 
astonished at the remarks made by the honorable 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Srawnron] the 


| other day, when he said that this House would 


have recoiled from making this appropriation of 
$100,000, if they had known what the plan was. 


| The honorable gentleman from Kentutky must 


know that that plan was before the Senate, this 
House, and the country; and that it was discussed 
at great length. Asa member of this House I 


| voted against the commencement of these water- 


works, upon the ground that they wou!d cost the 


| amount enumerated in the plan. The work was 


commenced, and the honorable gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Hovuston,}] upon that committee 
of conference, ratified the action of Congress. We 


| made an appropriation of $100,000, and entered 


into a contract with parties for constructing these 
works, and shall we now abandon the work, and 
lose all we have expended? The city cannot long 
remain without water. Ifthe city authorities bring 
it here we shall have to pay more than $300,000 
for the use of the water. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I was a member of the 
committee of conference to which the gentleman 
from Maryland alludes. I voted, as it was well 
known throughout, against the appropriation for 
these water Works. But being overruled in the 
committee of conference, I did sustain the report 
of the committee in the House, because it was 
during the closing hours of Congress, when we had 
not time, if the bill to which that appropriation 
had been attached had been defeated, to originate 
a new one, pass it, and keep up the wheels of Gov- 
ernment. | desire to ask the gentleman from Mary- 
land, if he supposed at that time that the appro- 
priation for the completion of these works would 


| run up tosome six millions of doliars? No. We 





It | 


Your public buildings and | 


a member, even in this city, | 
magnificent as itis claimed to be, takes a walk | 


| 


! 


made an appropriation that was intended to au- 
thorize surveys, and then the authority was given 
to the President to make a selection of aplan, but 
so far as | was concerned, and | presumethe same 
is true ofevery member of this House at that time, 
I did not suppose that we were to pay $3,000,000 
or $6,000,000 for the completion of these works. 
Because | sustained the bill in which the appro- 
priation of §100,000 was made, I would like to 
know why the gentleman from Maryland need 
refer to me as sustaining the course he sees fit now 
to pursue. If the gentleman has other grounds for 
his support of this appropriation, he had better 
occupy these other grounds. He does not go for 
a bill or for an appropriation, simply because I 
have seeiaenandl it. His votes here show that 
he selects bills and appropriaticns for himeelf. 
And if my honorable friend from Maryland is now 
disposed to go for this appropriation, I put it to 
him that he ought to place his support of it on its 
own merits, if it has any, and not take shelter 
under any report of a conference committee of this 
House. 

Mr. HAMILTON. It isa high sanction. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes, sir, it isa high sane- 
tion; and | wish the gentleman to consider that 
high sanction on other occasions. | shall remind 
him, doubtless, before the session expires, of occa~- 
sions when he will have an opportunity of taking 
shelter under that high ganction for the purpose of 
stopping some of these improper appropriations. 

Mr. Chairman, this plan that has been selected 
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is, in my opinion, an injudicious one. J think it 


is wrong. Pelieving so, 1 feel just as much at 
liberty to vote against it as if | had voted for it 


as an original proposition, which I did not do. I | 


endeavored to defeat it before. 
put in above my head, so that I could not resist 
it, | then sustained the bill containing it, as | the 
other day sustained the bill in which the appro- 
yriations for the custom-houses were contained. 
do not feel at liberty, when it was put in one of 
the leading appropriation bills of Congress at the 
expiring hour of the session, to give up that bill 
simply because the conference committee saw fit 
to put in it an appropriation to which I objected. 


But when it was | 


My duty is to get the apprepriation bills passed. | | 


believed it was wrong to include this appropriation ; 
but when a majority of the members of the House 


put it in over my opposition, ws it then for me, | 
occupying the position which I do in the Com- | 


mittee of Ways and Means, to use the power in 
my hands to wreck and destroy the bill, and to 
bring confusion to the administration of the Gov- 
ernment? ‘No,sir. If I had chosen to defeat one 
of those bills, which have been loaded down with 
appropriations other than those recommended by 
the Committee of. Ways and Means, | presume 
that, having the managementof it, | would have had 
twenty modes by which I could have accomplished 
that end, almost in defiance of a majority of the 
House. 
power which | possessed in such a way. 


And although this bill is loaded down with appro- 


priations to which | may object, though | may 
doubt the expediency or propriety of granting 
them, I shall not feel at liberty to wreck the bill, 
or endeavor to have it defeated, and thereby de- 
prive the Government of the means of carrying on 


the administration, simply because a majority of | 


the members of the House did not agree with me 


in my view of the propriety or expediency of this | 


appropriation, 

Mr. HAMILTON, by unanimous consent, then 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. BARRY. Mr. Chairman, there have been 
several Propositions made with reference to this 
amendment. | now move to amend by increasing 
the appropriation five dollars. 

This particular plan, which we are discussing, 
has been adopted. There are other plans which 
the advocates and friends of them desired to have 
adopted instead of this. It is a matter of fact that 
there never has been a plan adopted against which 
the friends and supporters of rejected contesting 
plans have not waged bitter war until the last mo- 
ment of the completion of the work. It is a con- 
sequence in the nature of man; it is the conse- 
— of disappointed pride, diappointed avarice, 

isappointed ambition. And the outside opposi- 
tion to this particular plan—I do not, of course, 
speak of the opposition in these Halls—the out- 


side opposition, has originated with men who had | 


plans of their own, which were fairly made, fairly 
considered, and as fairly rejected. And when we 
consider the influence which ought to be attached 
to opposition from that quarter, when we recollect 
the source from whence it has come—though I do 
not impeach the integrity or honesty of the oppo- 
sition within these walls—we ought to make lib- 
eral allowance for the fact that this judicious work 
is opposed and contested by disappointed persons. 
ow, sir, as I have stated before, there were 
several plans proposed, which I shall not discuss; 
but | want to allude to several objections which 
are made to this particular plan. One was made 
by the gentieman from Tennessee, [Mr. Stanton. ] 
He thinks he knows of a plan which, he says, 
will not cost more than a million of dollars. Now, 
to judge his estimates upon the same principle 
that he judges the estimates of others—for he says 
thie work will cost three times the amount of the 
estimate, and you are to judge him in the same 
manner—his work will cost at least three millions 
of dollars. Now, the estimates which we present 
here are those made by a competent engineer 
upon good data, and there has been no criticism 
made here going to refute them. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) 
I have made no estimates, but have relied in my 
statements upon the estimates of an engineer as 
competent as any that can be found. 

r. BARRY. We ass bound to conclude that 
the estimates we presentare 88 Correct as those 
of the gentleman, and that he ca.? Claim no supe- 
riority for his. We have commeneed this work, 


Sut I did not feel at liberty to use the | 
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and because it was impossible for this House to 
go imto the details of the plan we referred it to the 
action of the President of the United States. But 
now gentlemen propose to bring back to the 
House the very difficulty which they sought to 
obviate by that reference. They propose to bring 
up for discussion the details of this matter, when 
they are of such variety, number, and extent as 
would occupy the House for weeks together in 
the consideration of them. 

One objection made by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr Sranron] to this work, was in 
regard to some of the brick used in its construc- 
tion. I call the attention of the committee to the 
facts of the case, because | know the statement 
startled some gentlemen here. The statement was, 
that after the bricks were engaged for the Capitol 
extension at $5 88, and were condemned as un- 
worthy for the use intended, they were afterwards 
purchased at a higher price than they were to be 
furnished for the Capitol, and used in the aque- 
duct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels compelled 
to remind the gentleman that he must confine his 
remarks to his amendment. 

Mr. BARRY. The statement which I have 
made was used as an objection to the work, and 
1 am undertaking to correct that statement. The 
gentleman relies, he said, upon the statement of 
Mr. Wendell, the contractor, to furnish those brick 
for the Capitol; that he sold them to Mr. Meigs for 
a higher price than he was to furnish them for to 
the Capitol. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mis- 
sissippi is traveling beyond the legitimate ground 
which he may occupy. The gentleman will per- 


| ceive that his remarks will lead to a reply, and the 


original amendment will be lost sight of in the 
collateral issue. 


Mr. BARRY. 


| urged against the work are not good. The great ob- 


jection is upon the ground of its extravagance; and 


I am showing that the reasons | 


| Lam going to show that the charge of extravagance | 


|! sand. 


is incorrect. 


I have here a copy of the receipt, | 


signed by Mr. Wendell himself, in which he states | 
| that he sold six thousand brick for $5 25 per thou- 


I wish to state another fact, and that is, 


| that these brick were purchased to build the 
chimneys and fire-places of the shanties of the 


workmen, and not to be used in the aqueduct at 
all. The gentleman from Kentucky was lead into 


an error in reference to this matter; but I hold in | 


my hand the receipt Mr. Wendell copied from the 


| records of the office, showing that the brick were 
| sold for $5 25 per thousand, instead of at a higher 





| ment, decidedly. 


rice. 


Mr. PARKER. 


the increase are just as good against the appro- 
priation altogether. 


Mr. Chairman, I am no enemy of the city of | 


Washington; but am ready and willing to doa 
liberal part towards providing for it an ample 
supply of good water. 


introduction into the appropriation bill, at that 
time, of the brief item Jooking to the construc- 
tion of water-works here. And I think I can 
safely say, that there was not one in ten of the 
members of that Congress who ever dreamed that 
they would come here at this session, and, under 


our action then, find a contract now made, involv- | 


ing an expenditure of millions of money that are 
not counted. Sir, I have seen enough here to be- 
come satisfied that this kind of sharp legislation, 
and still sharper action under it, is becoming one 
of the very greatest evils of the day. We are 
prodigal enough at best, God knows, when noth- 
ing more is done than we mean should be done. 
But how often is it, that when we intend to give 
only a dollar, ten is taken? 

I am sure it never occurred to me, when those 


But I happened to be | 
here during the last Congress, and I recollect the | 


half dozen lines were inserted in that bill, that we | 


were then finally determining upon the construc- 
tion of water-works for this m8 
magnificence that the world has 


on a scale of | 
ardly, if ever, | 


witnessed, and at a cost from the National Treas- | 


ury alone of untold millions of money; and I con- 


fess that there is no one subject of legislation | 
during the last Congress which has caused me | 


more ~ than that of finding we are involved 
in thie difficulty. I thought at the time of the 
adoption of that act we were going a great way in 
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| appropriating $100,000 for the purpose of proey,. 


ing these ‘* plans’’"—predicated, of course, on care 
ful surveys and estimates. Thatisall | Supposed 
we were then doing—that the determination to con 
struct upon the plan that might be deemed the 


| most feasible and expedient, and the contract to 


construct would all be matter for after considera 
tion. Judge, then, of my surprise—and not of 
mine alone—when we came back here this Con. 
gress to find that the President had finally determ. 
ined upon one of his adopted plans, and that 
contracts had been entered into for the absolute 
construction of these works at such an enormons 
cost. Yes, sir, ] am quite sure very few, if 
of us here then contemplated such a result, 

It is all wrong any way it can be viewed; and 
in my poor judgment, no such power can be fairly 
derived from the act. I do not think it can be 
extorted from it. And I now ask the attention of 
the committee for a moment to the simple provis- 


any, 


_ ions of this brief clause of the act. 


This is certainly no express power 


1 iven the 
President to proceed when he shall 


ave pro- 


| cured his ‘‘plans’’ from the different * places,” 
and enter into contracts for the final completion of 
| these works, at any cost that he might deem jt 


expedient to incur. Plans and places, ‘for the 
purpose of ’’—that is to say, with a view to bring. 


| ing water into the city of Washington—is all that 
| he is authorized to turn his attention to. 


But I suppose | will be told the fair implication 


is that we have given the President. the power to 
| go on, if he can find a plan that he will approve, 





| and let out the work at any cost he may see 


proper to incur, and call on us, again and again, 
from time to time, ad libitum, to foot the bills, 
But let us see the precise language of the act. It 


| is this: 


“ To be expended under the direction of the President of 
the United States, for the purpose of bringing water into the 
city of Washington, upon such plans and from such places 
as he may approve, $100,000: Provided, That if the plan 
adopted by the President of the United States should re- 
quire water to be drawn from any source within the limits 
of Maryland, the assent of the Legislature of that State 
shall first be obtained.”’ 

Now, sir, that is all there is of it—all upon 
which is predicated, not only the ‘* plans” ob- 
tained from the different * places,’’ and the adop- 
tion of one of them by the President, but the let- 
ting of contracts for a large quantity of material 
and labor for the construction of the work, and 
the actual execution of a considerable amount of 
the labor. Pray, sir, where do you find the au- 
thority for all of that?) The alacrity with which 
all this is done, during the interval between two 


'| Congresses, is remarkable, when contrasted with 

1 am opposed to this amend- | 
I am opposed to the appropria- | 
| tion; and thereasons which induce me to go against 


the protraction of all our public works, when once 
fairly begun! 

If this be all right, will gentlemen tell me upon 
what ‘* plans ’’—that is the language—is it pro- 
posed to bring the water here? It is upon but 
one plan. ‘* Such plans” is what we talk of in 
the act. Again, the act says from ‘ such places.” 
From what places is it proposed to bring the 
water? Is it from Rock Greek and the Potomac? 
Or is it from the Potomac and any other — 
from Rock Creek and any other place that may 
be found available? Not at all. But it is from 
one place—the Potomac alone—and on one plan 
alone. While the President’s agency in bringing 
the water to the city is to be upon such ‘ plans 
and from such places as he may approve.” 

Sir, the whole language shows that the act never 
contemplated giving the President the power to 
contract for bringing the water into Washington, 
after he had adopted the plans and places upon 
which it might be done. That was to be after- 
wards done by us, if deemed expedient at all, on 
view of the facts. In my judgment, that is the 
only proper and sensible construction that can be 
given to the law of the last Congress. 

Who could have supposed that, in giving the 
President power to expend this specific sum of 
$100,000 on ‘plans,’? we were giving him the 
power to fix and involve the. nation, certainly, in 
the expenditure of another indefinite sum, ranging 
surely from two to three millions of dollars—and, 
as some tell us, even three or four times that 
sum; and that, too, with all the care and charge 
of supplying this city with water forever! 

The construction I contend for must be the 
true one. And that would have saved us from 
the difficulty in which we are now involved. 

But am I told that I am attacking the President; 


that I ar 
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that | am charging him with exceeding his powers? 
Well, sir, thank God, he is not above legitimate 
attack from this quarter. I cannot help who or 
where a just construction of this law may hit. 
But | am not necessarily required to suppose the 











President did not act in good faith in this behalf. | 


| would give him credit for so acting. I suppose 
he has been compelled to confide this matter, in a 
great measure, to others. Such is usually the 
result in this mischievous class of legislation. 


|| aco 


And thus, I would hope, he has acted as he | 


deemed himself authorized to do. 
has acted upon a faise construction of this act | 
must believe, let others look upon this law as they 
may. And I venture to repeat, that nine out of 
every ten of the members of the last Congress 
will bear me outin saying, that they never dreamed 


such consequences were to follow the appropria- || 


tion then made. 


But that he | 


But, sir, suppose the President has given the | 
proper construction to the act, and has but carried | 
out the intention of the last Congress in what he | 
has done, the question remains whether we shall || 


go on or retrace our steps 
~ [Here the hammer fell.] 





Mr. BARRY, by unanimous consent, then | 


withdrew his amendment, 


Mr. EWLNG moved, pro forma, to increase the | 
eppropriation six dollars, and addressed the com- | 


mittee for five minutes. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
tainly fail if 1 were to attempt to answer the ar- 
guments of the gentleman from Kentucky. I 
shall content myself, therefore, with endeavor- 
ing to oppose the amendment which he has pro- 
posed. Now, I beg this committee to remark, 
what cannot have escaped the observation of any 


I should cer- || 


gentleman upon this floor, that my statements in | 


reference to the quantity of water proposed to be 
brought here have not been denied, and cannot be 
denied. 


work to bring sixty-seven million five hundred 
and ninety-six thousand four hundred gallons of 
water pu into the city. 

gallons of water, when 
his report that the largest quantity he ever knew 
estimated for each inhabitant was thirty gallonsa 
day. 


thousand gallons will be required for the present 
population of Washington—twelve millions for 
ten times the population. 
much provided by this work as would suffice for 
ten times the present population of Washing- 
ton. 


I read from Captain Meigs’s report, and I desire | 


gentlemen of the committee aooeny to consider 
whether they are prepared to adopt his ideas: 
‘*The aqueduct from the Great Falls offers, [ think, un 
common advantages. Among them are: the simplicity and 
durability of the work; the purity and abundance of the 
source ; the extentand capacity of the reservoirs, by which 


[ hold the report of Captain Meigs in | 
my hand, in which he states the capacity of this || 


Then, on this largest estimate that Colonel | 
Hughes has ever known, one million two hundred | 


Sixty-seven million | 
olonel Hughes states in || 


| It expends large amounts annually in adorning 


We have five times as | 
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is studiously exaggerated, while, on the other 
| hand, his estimate of the cost of bringing the water 
| from the Little Falls of the Potomac is studi- 


| commenced, we find ourselves called upon to sup- 


| stances quintupled. 
| can be found a single instance of engineers ever 
| having made an estimate for the Government of 


| in the end more than half the sum that the work 
| has cost. 








and statements are worth anything atall. Ihave | 
py of Captain Meigs’s plan here before me, | 
and he not only proposes to being water from the 
Great Falls, but he proposes to bring water from 
Rock Creek. I do not hesitate to state here that 
his estimate of the cost of the work at Rock Creek 


ously diminished from what it would really cost. 

Mr. EWING then withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. | move to 
amend the amendment by reducing the appropria- 
tion to $100,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe it has been found to be 
the universal experience in this city, and in every 
other place where Governments have carried on 
works, that the estimates of engineers have never, 
or if ever very rarely, come up to one half of the 
amount which the work has actually cost. I have 
no doubt that the same experience will be found 
verified in this instance. There is a peculiar 
faculty in builders all over the country getting the 
Government into undertaking the building of cus- 
tom-houses and other works by the appropriation 
of $10,000 or $50,000, which they say will cover 
the whole cost, and then after the work has been 


ply deficiencies in the appropriation, year after 
year, for a period of ten years, until finally the 
original sum is doubled, trebled, and in many in- 
I do not believe that there 


this country, the amount of which proved to be 


Not a single instance of the contrary 
can be found, I believe, in the past history of such 
works. 

Well, now, what is this particular proposition? 
It is a proposition to expend millions of dollars on 
the work of supplying the city with water. For the 
benefit of what and of whom is this outlay to be 


'made? They say here that the Government of 


the country has a large amount of public property 
here; that its buildings are of immense value. To 
be sure the Government does possess a large 
amount of buildings here. It has parks in the 
city which it is constantly surrounding with iron 
fences, and expending vast sums of money upon. 


this city, which draws upon the Treasury of the 
United States every day and every hour. This 
expenditure is lavished for no other purpose save 
to adorn the city. This is the character of the 


|| property, with the exception of the national ar- 


| at this immense expense. 


ample supplies are gained to guard agajnst accidents and | 


great emergencies, and which, allowing space and time tor | 


settling, secure the delivery of a supply clear and free from || 


mud; the height at which it is delivered—fourteen feet 
above the upper floor of the Capitol; its adaptability to man- 
ulacturing purposes; the great quantity it will supply, while 
ittakes from the river only whatit delivers in the,cities, 
not drawing off, as when machinery is used, seven or eight 
times as much to drive the wheels as those wheels and 
pumps raise for use. 
treely than from either of the others. 
weather, may be flooded every morning by hose. Every 
particle of dust or of offal prejudicial to health or comfort 
would thus be washed into the sewers. The most magnif- 
icent fountains could be kept constantly flowing; and the 
city of Washington, unrivaled in grandeur and beauty of 
plan, would, in a few years, refreshed by living streams, 


This enables us to use the water more | 


and beautified by sparkling jets and towering columns of | 


water, become a place of summer resort, and the admiration 
ot our whole people. ”’ 


That is the magnificent plan of Captain Meigs, 
not only to bring five times as much water as ten 
times the population of Washington would re- 
quire, but to have a surplus for manufacturing 
purposes. [ cannot dwell as long upon this mat- 
ter as I would wish, for my time is toolimited. I 
have looked through the estimates of Captain 
Meigs, and unless en greatly mistaken, I have 
not found any estimate for the foundation of this 
structure; and [ should judge, from the reading of 
the report made by him, that he proposed to put 
it upon the ground without any foundation. I 


i} 
i 
i} 


| or a greater achievement of engineering skill than 


The streets. in hot || Of Water runs to waste about this Capitol to supply | 
» streets, 


| water for the protection of this building from fire, | 


/and water convey 


chives, which it is sought to protect and improve 
And importance is | 
sought to be attached to this matter from the fact 
that some public buildings have been burned here. 
But, sir, it was not from any want of water that 
they were burned. They might have any quan- 
tity of water here without the aid of an engineer, | 


a reservoir. Water enough runs to waste every 
day to supply all the public buildings of the city 
if they were constructed with reservoirs. | 
Mr. CHANDLER. You are mistaken in that. 
Mr. PERKINS. Well, if | am mistaken in 
that, certainly [ am correct in stating that enough | 


it with any quantity it might require. If we want || 
we can have itin any quantity without going to | 
the Great Falls for it. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, when we have got this 
water introduced into thecity, when we have spent | 
five or seven millions of dollars upon it, for whose || 
benefit is it? When the Government of this coun- || 
try has got to pay the interest of the money that | 
will be spent on this enterprise, for whose benefit | 
will it all be? For that of the property holders of | 

to the city, what will be the 


the city of Washington. | 
effect of it? The effect will be to make propert 
more valuable, and to make rents higher. And, | 
Mr. Chairman, let me ask who pays the high | 
rents in the city of Washington? It is the Gov- | 
ernment clerks that pay them; it is the members } 
i 


of Congress; it is the persons who live here tran- 
siently, and who cannot get adecent room in a || 


If this aqueduct is built, 


E. 





| vey. 
| gress of the United States. 


| Senate appropriated $150,000 for the work. 
| came to the House, and was sent to the Commit- 


tleman. 


| would wilfally misrepresent him. 


| anything about rock excavation. 
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penditures of money here by the Government in 


rey - SS — 


| improving the value of property. 


Mr. VANSANT. This is no new question 
sprung upon this House. As early as 1849 an 
appropriation—a homeopathic one to be sure— 
was made by Congress for the purpose of survey- 
ing these different routes, with a view to the in- 
troduction of water into the city of Washington. 
The $500, which was the amount appropriated, 
being found inadequate to the survey of even one 


| route, the city corporation appropriated $1,000 in 
| addition, 


Thac $1,500 enabled the engineer, Mr. 
Hughes, to make a survey of one route, over 


| which the water was to be taken, and that was 
| from Rock Creek. 


Subsequently the matter was 
taken up again, and $5,000 was appropriated by 
Congress for the purpose of making another sur- 
Surveys were then made from Rock Creek, 
from Little Falls, and from the Great Falls, and 
a report of those surveys was made to the Con- 
They were first pre- 
sented to the Senate on the 2ist of February, and 
the report was printed in the daily papers. The 


It 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, where 
it was passed as it came from the Senate; but the 


|} sum was stricken out in the House, but bya 


committee of conference it was restored, and made 
$100,000. 

Now, when the matter was presented to the 
Senate it was fully discussed, and a report was 


| made of the cost of the construction of the differ- 


ent lines. Since it has been introduced here, 
this session, every effort which human ingenuity 


| could devise has been resorted to for the purpose 


of shaking the confidence of this committee in 
the capacity of the engineer who has charge of the 
execution of the work; and, in my judgment, the 
more theories they have set tp, and the more facts 
they have asserted, the more has the tendency 
been to strengthen his reputation as an engineer. 
The most startling facts, and the most wonder- 
ful theories, have been sprung upon this House. 
We were told, in the beginning, with an air of 


| authority which seemed to carry conviction, and 


which startled those who have been somewhat 
familiar with the subject, and that, too, by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Sranron,] that 
the work for the excavation of the earth was con- 
tracted for at $7 50 per cubic yard. Those who 
have examined the report upon the subject, are 


| aware that the excavation of earth is estimated at 


from twenty to thirty cents a cubic yard at the 
highest. Well, cértainly the declaration of such 
a fact as that I have referred to was most start- 
ling—the fact that it should not cost more than 
thirty cents, and that it did cost $7 50 per cubic 
ard. 
i Mr. STANTON. I wish to correct the gen- 
I know he does not intend to misrepre- 
sent me; but he does not understand what I said. 
I never said that the excavation of earth cost $7 50. 
I spoke of its being rock; and said, at the same 
time, that if it had been cast iron it could not have 
cost more. 

Mr. VANSANT. I am sure the honorable 
gentleman from Kentucky does not believe that I 
I heard his re- 
marks, but have no recollection of his having said 
The impression 
made upon my mind at the time was, that he 
referred to the excavation of earth. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Per- 
KINS’s amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. EWING offered a pro forma amendment, 
and addressed the commiu‘tee in favor of Mr. 
Cuanpier’s amendment, ard in reply to Mr. 
ty of New York, {The remarks are with- 
held. 

Me GOODRICH. I amdisposed, Mr. Chair- 
man, to be as liberal to the city of Washington 
as most members of Congress. | am disposed to 
go as far as | possibly can, consistently with a 
conscientious discharge of the duty which I owe to 
others. If I could see my way clear, | might be 
quite willing to vote for this appropriation; but [ 
cannot d while it is in the anes itisnow. I 
agree entirely with the views which have been 

resented by the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. 
ee was in the last Congress, and had 


say that when this work comes to be constructed, | boarding-house even in the fourth story, for which || no more idea then than the gentleman had, that 


it will necessarily cost two or three times as much 
as Captain Meigs has estimated for, if his figures 


1 





they have not to pay from twenty dollars to thirty 
dollars a week. And all this is owing to the ex- 


1 


we were doing anything by which we were com- 
mitting ourselves to any plan which would be 
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brought here, or any contract which should be pre- 
sented to this Congress. But | cannot go into that 
matter in a five-minute speech, 

i sey that this appropriation ought never to be 
made, in my judgment, unless it is done upon 
some principle of division between the United 
States and the city of Washington. If the appro- 
printion be made, and the water be brought into 
the city, it will become a matter of great personal 
interest to the inhabitants of this city. I have no 
doubt at all that the effect will be to increase the 
value of private property in this city more than the 
sum which it is estimated the work will cost. My 
friend from Ohio [Mr.Taytor] asks how much will 
it increase the value of the public property? Very 
well; as much as he pleases. Admit it increases 
the value of the public property $3,000,000, and 
my principle is the same. Suppose this Capitol 
was in the city of New York, and you were to 
bring water there at a cost of two, three, five, or 
ten millions of dollars! [I want to know on what 
principle you can justify this that would not jus- 
tify giving water for the whole city of New York. 
Sir, if you adopt this principle, you will have to 
continue the supply of water for the benefit of pri- 
vate property so long as the 2 lasts, however 
much it may increase in size and population. 

I say that | cannot consent to vote to do that 
unless you will go on some principle of division. 
If you will say that the corporation here shal! pay 
one fourth, so I can save my principle, I am will- 
ing to be exceedingly liberal. I am sure no man 
can say that the inhabitants of the city of Wash- 
ington, now numbering some sixty thousand— 
shortly to be more—ought not to pay for the ben- 
efits to be derived at least one fourth the expense. 
Do that, and to some extent the objection of the 
gentleman from New York will be obviated. It 
will be done much cheaper in that way. The inhab- 
itants of the city are interested in the work, and 
let them bear the burden, and the work will be 
done better and cheaper in that way. But that is 
not the point I desire to make. I do not feel au- 
thorized to vote an appropriation for a work so 
much of which shall inure to the benefit of pri- 
vate property, without asking those who own the 
property to bear one cent of the burden. | there- 
fore cannot vote for this appropriation. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was taken on Mr. Ewina’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I move to increase 
the amount proposed in the amendment $100. 

Having made some remarks a few weeks ago 
upon this proposition, I would not trouble the com- 
mittee now, were I not desirous of saying some- 
thing in reply to my friend from Indiana, [Mr. 
Parker,} in reference to the action of the last 
Congress. He argues as if the appropriation of 
ne was oniy to enable the President of the 

Jnited States to select the plan for the work, and 
the place from which the water was to be brought. 
For one, as a member of the last Congress, I 
state thet | had a very different impression. 

I hold in my hand Executive Document No. 
48, made February 22, 1853, being a message 
from the President of the United States, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, a report of Lieutenant Meigs, with sur- 
veys, plans, and estimates for supplying the cities | 
of Washington and Georgetown with water, I 
examined these surveys, plans, and estimates; | 
and, when I voted at the last Congress to make 
this appropriation of $100,000, I did it with the 
distinct understanding that the President of the 
United States was empowered to adopt one of | 
three plans that were submitted to Congress. I| | 
trust gentlemen of the cemmittee will bear with | 
me for a moment, while I make a reference to this 
report, to show that there were, at that time, three | 
plens submitted to Congress, and that the differ- 
ence in the expense of each was very immaterial. | 
I find, on the second and third pages of this re- | 
port, a recapitulation of the communication from 
the President of the United States, of the re 


rt 
of General Totten of the surveys made by p- | 
tain Smith, Lieutenant Meigs, and the Troon. 


and a recapitulation of the probable expenses of | 

bringing water, by the three plans, from Rock 

Creek, Little Falls, and the Great Falls: | 
«The aqueduct from Rock Creek, complete,to the Cap | 


itol, navy-yard, and public buildings, including the high | 
service in Georgetown, will cost $1,258,863. Advantages 


over the others, cheapness; supply in winter and spring, || question at once. 


| lation to this matter. 





26,732,300 gallons, but liable, in the heats of summer, to be 
diminished to 9,860,000 gallons. 
“The Little Falis work, complete, will cost $1,597,415. 
| Advantages over the Great Falls project, cheapness ; over 
| Rock Creek, steadiness of supply; which, at the above 
cust, will be 12,000,000 of gallons, to be increased in time, 

| by another pump and wheel, to 18,000,000. Disadvantages, 
a doubt as to the sufficiency of the water power for a 
greater supply than }2,000,000 of gailons, and, by some en- 
gineers whom I have consulted, even for this amount in 
very dry seasons; want of simplicity ; use of machinery 
always, however well constructed, liable to injury and in- 
terruption; want of reservoir space for settling the water ; 
liability to interruption, for a time, during floods. 

** The Great Falls project will cost, complete, $1,921,244. 

Constant and everlasting daily supply, 36,015,400 galions. 


Advantages, simplicity and durability ; perfect security and | 


inexhaustible, and untailing source ; lavish use, which can 
be indulged in in consequence of abundant supply; power 
of street washing, cooling the air, and embellishing the 
city by great fountains; use for driving smal! machines, 
lathes, printing presses, and the like; great space for set 
Uing and purifying in reservoirs, and great quantity in store 
for emergencies ; small expense of keeping up the works 
when once established, and consequent low price of water 
delivered in houses or factories.”’ 


The statements in this recapitulation show a 
comparatively small difference in the estimates of 
these eminentgentlemen. The report of Lieuten- 
ant Meigs now before the members of the com- 
mittee shows the probable cost of the aqueduct 
from the Great Falls to be $2,300,000. I have a let- 
terin my hand from Mr. Meigs, dated the 25th 
of May last, in which he says that, so far from 
the cost. of this work exceeding the estimate of 


are responsible men now proposing and willing 
to contract for the execution of the whole work at 
$2,300,000. Any gentleman desiring to look at 
the letter may see it. 


| $2,300,000, as stated by gentlemen here, there | 


And he says, also, that so | 


far from the cost of the work exceeding his esti- | 
mates, instead of paying fourteen dollars per cu- | 


bic yard for excavating rocks, he has had it done 
for seven dollars, and from that down to three dol- 


| lars and one dollar and fifty cents, showing that the | 
| work can be done for even less than the estimated 


cost. 

Now, then, let me say a few words more in re- 
In this report, which Mr. 
Meigs cites, it is stated that the Croton aqueduct 
in New York cost $12,000,000; the aqueduct in 


| Boston, $5,000,000; that it cost $600,000 to supply 
| Jersey city with water, and 





{Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Lam opposed to the amend- | 


propriation for this work $100. 


| (Mr. Cuanp er] is the proper one, and that the 


sum indicated in it is just enough for the purpose. 
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| ment of my friend from Ohio to increase the ap- || 
I think that the | 
| amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
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ape 


_and the day is Saturday. I am very anxious to 
get this bill out of the way as soon as possible 
I believe there is but one page more of the bill t, 
be read after we shall have disposed of this 
question. I hope we shall take a vote upon it now 
and adopt or reject it, so that we can go on and 
read the other page. 

The question was taken on Mr. Tayzon’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to, 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I propose the followin 
amendment to the amendment: 5 


Provided, That no portion of the foregoing amount shal} 
be applied unless the corporations of Georgetown aud Wash. 
ington shall appropriate and pay a sum equal to one fifth of 
the amount, to aid in the construction of the water- works 
proposed. 

When this question was being considered, a few 
days ago, in committee, a similar amendment, [ 
believe, was moved to the deficiency bill. [ felt 
called upon at that time to move an amendment 
a little different to the one now proposed. [ be. 
lieve that the amendment | offered provided that 
the corporations of Georgetown and Washington 
should defray one fourth of the cost of the work, 

I have thought proper to modify the amend. 
ment, and to present it in the present shape. | 

| would not be understood, in moving the present 
amendment, as entertaining any prejudice aguinst 
the citizens of Washington. 

It occurred to me that an amendment of this 
character would be equitable. The citizens own 
a large portion of the property of the city. Itis 
true that the Government owns a very large 
amount of property, and it 18 necessary that the 
Government should be provided witha sufficient 
supply of water. But P hold that while we are 
making appropriations which will have the effect 
of enhancing the value of the property of the cit- 
izens of the District, they ought, at least, tocome 


|, forward and say to Congress: ‘* You are bringing 


water into the city, by which we are to be bene- 
. fited, and we will aid in the matter.’ 

If this appropriation should be made, and the 
corporations of Washington and Georgetown 
should think proper to make an appropriation, in 
accordance with this amendment, to aid in the 
work, and the water should be brought into the 

| city, | would then be willing to vote for a law 
which should give those corporations the entire 
control of the water, with the exception of as 
much as should be required for the purposes of 
the Government, in order to enable them to make 


|| such disposition of it as they choose, for the 


I was some time since opposed to the appropria- | 
tion in this form; but I have great confidence in | 


the judgment of my colleague over the way, [Mr. 


Craice,]} the chairman of the Committee on Public || 


| Buildings and Grounds, whom, however, I do | 


not now see in his seat. I know him to be an 
economical man in his public character; a strict 
constructionist, and all that. He has investi- 
gated this subject thoroughly, and he is of opin- 
ion—and I rely very much on his judgment—that 
the plan adopted had better be carried out. Every 
| gentleman admits that we need water much in the 
| District, for the purpose, as my friend on the left 
_ suggests, of making it Washing-town in fact, as 
wellasinname. [A laugh.] 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
from North Carolina speaks of the opinion of his 
colleague, the chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. Let me ask him if the 
matter has ever been before that committee? 
| Mr. CLINGMAN. The chairman told me he 
| had investigated the matter thoroughly; and I un- 


mittee, AsI said, I have great confidence in his 
judgment, as I consider him to be a safe man in 
all respects, and opposed to all sorts of lavish ex- 
penditure. I was about to say, that it has been 
conceded by every gentleman who has spoken on 
the subject, that we very much want water in this 
city. These gentlemen, who have adopted and 
had charge of the execution of this plan—the 
President and our committee—seem to think it the 
right one. I admit that it is a large sum; but I 
have made up my mind to vote for the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

I rose, however, not for the purpose of making 
a rs. on the subject, but to appeal to the friends 
and foes of the measure to let us vote upon the 
It is now after three o’clock, 


derstand, in fact, that it was referred to that com- | 


The gentleman | 


purpose of deriving an income from it, to reim- 
burse them for aiding to bring it in. 

Certainly, sir, it was never the intention of 
Congress, when the appropriation of $100,000 
was made, to pay that amount simply for a plan 
of the work. That certainly would have been a 
very extravagant amount to have appropriated for 
aplan. And I take it for granted that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means never would have 
sustained the report of the Committee of Confer- 
ence, had they believed that the $100,000 was 
appropriated simply for the purpose of procuring a 
plan for the construction of water-works. 

Then, sir, I take it that the President has done 
no more, under this provision, than he was fully 
authorized to do by it. 

If, then, this sum is to be appropriated for the 
purpose of constructing these water-works, | think 
the amendment which I have submitted should be 
adopted with it, and thereby give the corporations 
of Washington and Georgetown the opportunity 
of coéperating with the Government in bringing 
water into the city, That water is needed, judg- 
ing from the remarks of gentlemen upon this floor, 
cannot be questioned. And I am told by my 
friends around me that we ought to have better 
water, or better whisky; and that if the water 
was better, we should not want so much whisky. 


| (Laughter. 

_ Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to address the 
House upon the amendment; but it is so late in 
| the day that I do not wish todo so now, | there- 
| fore move that the committee do now rise. 

| The motion was agreed to. 


The committee then rose; and the Speaker 


|| having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 


| Orr) reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
"had the Union generally under consideration, and 





parstonineta the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
' bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
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1854. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


now ad journ, 


I move that the House do 


The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
three o’clock and thirty minutes, p. m.) the House 


adjourned until Monday next at twelve o’clock, m. 





IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, June 26, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of 


Representatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, 


announcing that they had passed the following 


bills from the Senate without amendment: 

A bill confirming certain land claims in Louisi- 
ana, in the Bastrop grant; 

A bill to reimburse the Common Council of the 
city of New York, for expenditures made for the 
first regiment of New York volunteers; 

A bill for the relief of Priscilla C. Simonds; 

A bill for the relief of Zadoc C. Inghram; 

A bill for the relief of Liewellen Washington; 
and 

A bill for the relief of Moses Olmstead. 

Also, the following Senate bills, with amend- 
ments, in which they requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill for the relief of James Jeffries and Jere- 
miah M. Smith; and 

A bill for the relief of Ira Day. 

Also, that they had passed the following House 


bills, in which they requested the concurrence of || 


the Senate: 

A bill to create and provide a pension for David 
Towle; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel McKnight, of the 
State of Kentucky; 

A bill for the relief of William Wallace, of the 
State of Illinois; 

A bill for the relief of George M. Bentley, of the 
State of Indiana; 

A bill for the relief of William G. Howison; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Captain Mat- 
thew Jack, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Lot Hall, 
deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the legarepresentatives 
of Henry Hoffman; and 

A bill to create and provide a pension for Cap- 
tain Thomas Porter. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented resolutions passed by 
the General Assembly of the State of Connecti- 
cut, in favor of a uniform rate of ocean postage 
reduced to the lowest sum practicable; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of inhabit- 
ants of the town of Northampton, Massachusetts, 
praying a reduction in the rates of ocean postage; 
which was referred to. the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of Lewis 
Denje praying to be reimbursed the value of cer- 


tain cattle supplied to the commissioners of In- 
dian affairs in California, to enable them to form a 


treaty with the Indians in that State; which, to- 


gether with a document on the subject, was referred 


to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. BELL presented resolutions of the General 
Assembly of the State of Tennessee, in favor of | 
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Also, a resolution of the General Assemby of | 
the State of Tennessee, in favor of the passage of | 
a law allowing a pension to the officers and sol- | 
diers who served in the war of 1812 with Great | 


Britain, and in the various Indian wars; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a resolution of the General Assembly of 


the State of Tennessee, in favor of the passage of | 


an act that will secure to the mounted volunteers, 
called into the service of the United States during 
the Mexican war, payment for horses and equi- 
pages lost in that service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of 


the State of Tennessee, in favor of the passage of | 


a law allowing Captain William Reed, of Sumner 
county, Tennessee, such compensation as may be 
just and reasonable in view of the distinguished 
services rendered by him in 1792-’93, prior to the 
admission of that State into the Union, during the 


Indian wars of that period; which were referred | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a memorial of the General Assembly of 
| Tennessee, praying that bounty land may be 
granted to the Tenbongie volunteers who were 
mustered into the service of the United States for 
the Mexican war; but were ordered by the com- 
manding general to return to their homes to await 
the orders of the President; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Also, a petition of inhabitants of the city of 
Nashville, editors of the various newspapers of 
| that city, and others, praying the reduction of 
sea postage on letters at as early a date as it may 
be safely accomplished; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
| Mr.SEWARD presented the petition of Myles 
| T. Woolley, a soldier in the revolutionary war, 
| praying a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


| the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


ing that a contract may be entered into with 
Christian Hansen for carrying the mails in steam- 
ers from Brooklyn, New York, to Bremen; which 
was referred to the Committee on fhe Post Office 
| and Post Roads. 

| Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Thomas 
| Ap C. Jones, a captain in the Navy, praying the 
restitution of his pay, suspended by the sentence 


| of a court-martial; which was referred to the Com- | 


| mitteeon Naval Affairs. 


| liam B. Scott, late Navy agent at the city of 
Washington, praying to be allowed a commission 
| on disbursements made by him as pension agent, 


| which was referred to the Committee on Naval | 


| 


Mr. CHASE presented the following petitions, 


Affairs. 


| praying the reduction of the rates of ocean post- 


Also, additional documents in support of the | 
claim of Charles Neilson; which were referred to | 


+e » 6 | 
Also, a petition of citizens of New York, pray- 


Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of Wil- | 


| age; which were referred to the Committee on the 


| Post Office and Post Roads: 
Petition of inhabitants of Cincinnati, Ohio; 


Petition of J. H. Rottnock and other citizens of 


Greenfield, Ohio; 


Petition of J.S. Wright and other citizens of 
| Chardon, Ohio; 


Petition of J. S. Herrick and other citizens of 


Ravenna, Ohio; 


Petition of John J. Janney and other citizens 
of Columbus, Ohio; and 


the passage of a law suspending the duty on rail- || Wilmington, Ohio. 


road iron for two years after the works of a rail- || _ A 
road shall have commenced operation; which were | Petit, to the repayment of certain money depos- | 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Also, documents in relation to the claim of Moses 


| ited with the register of the land office at Craw- | 


Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of || fordsville, Indiana, for the purchase of public land, 


Petition of J. W. Chaffin and other citizens of 


| 


the State of Tennessee, in favor of a grant of pub- || and by him converted to his own use; which were | 
lic land, or a loan of Government credit, to aid in || referred tothe Committee on Private Land Claims. | 
the speedy completion of a railroad to the Pacific, | Mr. FISH presented the memorial of Amarul | 
and suggesting Memphis, in that State, as a cen- || & Bastos, merchants at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, | 
tral terminus for said road; which were ordered to | 
lie on the table. || memorial of José da Cruz, Luis Vidal Cezar, and | 
Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Tennes- || Bentos Pacheco das Santos, praying indemnity 
see, asking the passage of an act to enable the || for losses sustained by them in consequence of 
State to levee the east bank of the Mississippiriver || the seizure on the high seas, by the officers and 
from the Kentucky line to the line of the State of || crew of the United States brig Perry, Lieutenant 
Mississippi, so as to keep that river within its | Davis, commanding, of the brig Susan and cargo, | 
channel, and thus to prevent the constant change || for an alleged violation of the act of 1800, pro- | 
which is occurring in the Mississippi between the | hibiting the African slave trade; which were re- 
mouth of the Ohio and Memphis; which was re- || ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. i 





| 


aif 
Mr. STUART presented a petition of inhabit- | 





the memorial of Manuel A. T. Barboza, and the || 


| althoug 


_ 
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ants of Ann Arbor, Michigan, praying a reduc- 
tion of the rates of ocean postage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEEBS. 


Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred a bill for the 
relief of the assignees or legal representatives of 
Jacques Moulon, reported it back without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Mary Kinner and 
Mary C. McCoy, praying indemnity for losses 
sustained by them in the depreciation of their 
property in consequence of delays interposed by 
the land officers in the perfection of their titles, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
James Pool, praying the reimbursement of an 
amount of money paid by him for supplies for 
the Shawnee tribe of Indians, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills 
from the House of Representatives, reported them 
back without amendment: 

A bill for the relief of James M. Lewis; 

A bill for the relief of Albro Tripp; 

A bill for the relief of Henry N. Halsted; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Hammond, of 
the State of New York; and 

A bill to provide a pension for James K. Welch. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of the 
Creek nation of Indians, praying compensation 
for lands relinquished to the United States by the 
treaty of Fort Jackson, in 1814, submitted a re- 
port, accompanied by a bill for the relief of the 
chiefs, head men, and warriors of the friendl 
Creek Indians, engaged in the war of 1814; whic 
was read, and passed toa second reading. The 
report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to print 
two thousand copies of the House Executive docu- 
ment relating to the seizure of the Black Warrior, 
reported in favor of printing the same, and the 
report was concurred in. 


BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 


Mr. GEYER moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate refused to order the engrossment 
of the bill for the relief of the claimants of the 
private armed brig General Armstrong; which 
was entered on the Journal. 


SUPPRESSION OF THE SLAVE TRADE, 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I had the 
honor to submit a resolution to the Senate on the 
22d of May last, directing the Committee on For- 
eign Relations to make certain inquiries in regard 
to the African slave trade in the Spanish West 
Indies. That resolution was adopted by the 
Senate, and I am now instructed by the commit- 
tee to report a bill for the more effectual suppres- 
sion of the slave trade. 

1 am happy to state, sir, that the committee 
unanimously agree that it is not less due to the 
honor of the United States than to the obligations 
of their Government and people to the cause of 
humanity, to continue our effarts to suppress this 
inhuman traffic. If there be a single member of 
this honorable body who is insensible to the great 
duty imposed upon usas acivilized and Christian 
people in reference to the slave trade, I have yet 
to learn it. I assume it, that, with one heart and 
mind, the representatives of the American States 
and people, with the hearty concurrence of the 
American President, stand at all times prepared 
to perform their part of the great duty of sup- 
pressing the exportation of slaves from Africa by 
the most stringent and effectual means within their 
power. 

But although such is and has been the settled 
| desire of all branches of this Government, it is 
| now mogues that the measures we have adopted, 

aided by the Powers of the two great 
| nations of Europe which stand foremost in the 
i march of human progress and Christian civili- 
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zation, are inadequate for the purposes for which 
they were designed. Great Britain and France, 
with their squadrons always cruising on the coast 
of Africa, acting in coéperation with an American 
squadron of eighty guns on that coast, have, it is 
believed, foiled’ not only to suppzess, but even to 
diminish this infamous trade. It is true, the im- 
portation of negroes into Brazil has nearly ceased 
since the year 1852, owing, | believe, to the ener- 
geuc operation of the Brazilian Government in 
enforcing its treaty with Great Britain; but the 
importation into the Spanish West Indies has 


have administered the government of those islands; 
and this Government is called upon by a consid- 
eration of the possible danger to a portion of our 
own country, whose prosperity and safety may 
be thus imperiled,as well as by all the dictates of 
humanity, to arrest that growing evil so far as we 
have means to accomplish the object. 

I am well satisfied that this traffic is most suc- 
cessfully, though not exclusively, carried on in 


—_—_—_ 


By the fourteenth sectian of the act of Decem- | 
ber 31, 1792, ‘*concerning the registering and | 
recording of ships or vessels,’’ it is enacted that 
when a registered ship or vessel ‘‘shall in whole 
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or in part be sold or transferred to a citizen or citi- | 


zens of the United States,”’ &c., &c., **in every 
such case the said ship or vessel shall be regis- 
tered anew, by her former name,’’ &c., &c., ** and 
her former certificate of registry shal] be delivered 
up to the collector to whom application for such 
new registry shall be made, at the time that the 


| same shall be made, to be by him transmitted to 
greatly increased, to the disgrace of those who 


the Register of the Treasury, who shal! cause the 


| same to be canceled.’’ Then, to procure a new | 


American-built vessels, and under the protection | 


of the American flag. On a former occasion | 


endeavored to expose the means by which this | 


shameful prostitution of the proud emblem of our 
national honor has been effected. Under the guard 
of the stars and stripes, the pirate has been enabled 
to renew all the horrors of the middle passage, and 
any man who will peruse the volume on ‘ Africa 
and the American Flag, by Lieutenant Foote, of the 


United States Navy, who commanded the United | 


States brig Perry, on the coast of Africa, during 
the years 1850 and 1851, will comprehend the 


means by which the worst of men have committed 


the worst of crimes, and escaped, unwhipped of 
justice, by the abuse of our flag. 

| have this morning received a letter on this 
subject from this able and efficient officer of our 
Navy, dated the 24th instant, which I will submit 
to the perusal of any Senator desiring it, and which 
is well worthy of a careful consideration. He 
says: 


‘*¢ T have before me a copy of ‘ Instructions for the senior | 


officers of Her Majesty’s ships and vessels on the west coast 
of Africa with respect to the treaty with the United States 
of America, signed at Washington on the 9th of August, 
1842, by the commissioners for executing the oflice of Lord 
High Admiral of Great Britain and Lreland,’ &c., which say: 
‘Theeommanding officers of Her Majesty’s vessels on the 
coast of Africa station will bear in mind, that itis no part 
of their duty to capture, or visit, or in any way to interfere 
with vessels of the United States, whether these vessels shall 
have slaves on board or not.’”’ 


This confirms the statement I made to the Sen- 
ate when | originated this inquiry, that slavers 


sailing under the American flag are in all cases | 


pose by it, unless they chance to be over- 
auled by one of our own cruisers. Other nations 
have resolved, and I think wisely, that we shall 


have the sole responsibility of the traffic, if we are | 


resolved that po others shall search our vessels. 


The fact redoubles the duty we owe both to God | 


and man to spare no effort to prevent the trade, 


anc the necessary dishonor of our national char- | 
acter which flows from it when conducted in Amer- || 


ican vessels, 

The writer of the letter to which I refer, after- 
wards adds: 

““The practice is, for American vessels to show their 
register or sea-letter to the foreign officer, as proof of 
nationality; they then become inviolate, and cannot be 
searched or detained.’”’ 

This, it will be remembered by the Senate, is 
precisely in accordance with the view I presented 
to the Senate on a former occasion when the com- 
mittee was instructed to direct their attention to the 
issuing of those papers commonly called sea-letters, 
and the restrictions which should be made when 
eranting them, so as to prevent the abuse of the 
flag caused by them while the sale of American- 
built vessels in foreign ports should not be pre- 
vented. It is this sea-letter which enables every 
Pirate engaged in this trade in an American bot- 
tom to escape all the cruisers of Great Britain and 
France. As soon as the slaver produces this sea- 
letter, the nationality of the vessel is established 
as American, and then if there be a thousand 
slaves in her hold, she passes unobstructed by the 
cruisers of all other nations on her piratigal voy- 
age. : 

Now, sir, it is just here, precisely at this point, 
that the committee propose to make a blow at the 
slave trade. To a clear understanding of the old 
law, the mischief and the remedy, let us ascertain 
first what this sea-letter is. 





registry, it is necessary, under the same section, 
that the paper, which is now known as the sea- 
letter, shall be executed at the time of the sale. The 
provision is, ** And in every such case of sale or 
transfer, there shall be some instrument in writing, 
in the nature of a bill of sale, which shall recite, at 
length, the said certificate, [of registry,| otherwise the 
said ship or vessel shall be incapable of being so regis- 
tered anew.”’? Every registry (without which no 


vessel can be entitled to any of the privileges or | 


benefits of a vessel of the United States) contains 
a certificate under oath of the facts which estab- 
lish the nationality of the vessel, such as the name, 
occupation, and place of abode of the owner, the 
port to which she belongs, the name and citizen- 
ship of the master, and among other things that 
she is of American build... This sea-letter, or bill 
of sale, therefore, as it recites the certificate of 
registry at length, must always show the nation- 
ality of the vessel. 

Hence, it appears that these instruments of writ- 
ing substantially differ only from the sea-letters or 
passports required by the acts of Congress of 
June 1, 1796, and March 2, 1803, in this partic- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


ular, that the latter are required to be issued by | 


the collectors to whom they are transmitted by 
the Treasury Department, after being signed by 
the President and countersigned by the Secretary 
of State, while the former is executed by the party 
transferring the vessel abroad, and by usage, in 
presence of an American consul. 
certifying the nationality of the vessel. 
nothing in the acts of Congress which requires the 
consul to authenticate such an instrument, or to 


Both agree in | 
I can find 


issue it. His duties are prescribed by instructions | 


from the State Department. 
Congress of the 2d March, 1803, (not the act of the 
same date just referred to,) it is provided in the 
third section: 

‘* That when any ship or vessel, which has been or shall 
be registered pursuant to any law of the United States, 
shall, whilst such ship or vessel is withour the United 
States, be sold or transferred, in whole or in part, to a cit- 
izen or citizens of the said States, such ship or vessel, on 
her first arrival in the United States thereafter, shall be en- 
titled to all the privileges and benefits of a ship or vessel of 
the United States.” 

The time allowed for obtaining the new registry 
is ** within three days from the time at which her 
master, &c., is required to make his final report 
upon her first arrival, agreeably to the act of 2d 
March, 1799.”’ This act does not repeal the pro- 
vision in the former act of 1792, requiring the 
instrument in nature of a bill of sale on the trans- 
| fer of-an American vessel in a foreign port, and it 
carefully abstains from fixing any period for the 
return of a vessel so transferred abroad, to the Uni- 
ted States for a new registry. 

The consequence has been that vessels sold for 
slavers abroad have always been provided with 
these instruments in writing called sea-letters, 
though they are, in reality, nothing more than 
| bills of sale reciting the old registry, which proved 
| them to be American vessels. With this they 
| have sailed for the coast of Africa, and by it they 
| have been protected against all foreign cruisers. 

This abuse of our flag, by these means, has 
been much complained of by our consuls abroad 
in their correspondence with the Department of 
State. In November, 1846, Mr. Parks, then con- 
sul at Rio de Janeiro, requested the President’s 
instructions on the construction of the acts of Con- 
gress, and particularly whether a vessel so sold in 
a foreign port ought not, by law, to return home 
for a new registry before she could make a voy- 
age to the coast of Africa with this instrument, 
sometimes called, as I have before stated, a sea- 


letter. The Secretary of State having consulted 
the Secretary of the Treasury, as well as the Pres- 
ident, repli 


Sut by another act of | 








they were ‘‘ clearly of opinion that a 


. : ; vessel, un- 
der such circumstances, is not obliged to return 


to the United States for a new register.” 


Speaking of the act of 1792, 
said: 


‘*This act was passed in the infancy of the Federal} 


the Secretary then 


| Government, and does not seem to have contemplated the 


sale of American vessels beyond the limits of the United 
States. When such sales were made ina foreign county 

it would therefore have been a reasonable construction y 
its provisions to require the vessel to return to the United 
States for a new registry with the least practicable delay 
Between the years 1792 and 1803, however, there had been 
a great expansion of our foreign trade. In consequence of 
the Wars between the Powers of Europe arising out of the 
French Revolution, we had become, in a considerable de. 
gree, the carriers for the whole world. Congress, under 


| these circumstances, deemed it necessary to provide ex. 


pressly for the sale of American vessels to American citi. 
zens in ali foreign countries.”’ 

This, the Secretary said, they had done by the 
third section of the act of 1803, which I have read, 
and he then added: 


‘¢ Congress had the whole subject before them at the time 


| of the passage ofthisact. Had they intended that the vesse} 


should return home immediately for a register, they wouiq 
undoubtedly have expressed this intention. So far fro 
this being the case, their language is indefinite in point of 
time. It does not require the vessel te return iminediately 
after the sale; but at whatever time she may return, it 


| recognizes her right to all the privileges and benefits of ap 


American vessel.” 


| He then proceeded to say that a different con- 
struction of this act would prove extremely inju- 
rious to American citizens, in prosecuting our 
carrying trade between foreign nations, an object 
always much cherished by the policy of the Oni. 
ted States, and would be detrimental to our ship- 
| building interest. An American citizen could not 
then purchasean American vessel in China, or at 
the Sandwich Islands, to prosecute a lawful voy- 
age from thence to any foreign country; and an 
American ship-builder could not send his vessels 
abroad with any hope of selling them to Ameri- 
can citizens beyond the limits of the United 
| States. Besides, such a construction of the act 
| would be contrary to the settled practice at the 
| Treasury Department. And he finally concluded 
| that “ the bill of sale, properly authenticated, and 
reciting at length the certificate of registry, be- 
comes the substitute on board the vessel for that certif- 
icate, wntil her first arrival in the United States 
thereafter.”” . : 
In the decision thus made by the President, with 
the advice ‘and concurrence of the Secretary of 

State and the Secretary of the Treasury in 1847, 
succeeding Administrations of this Government 

have fully acquiesced, and it may now be consid- 

ered as the settled law of the United States. View- 
ing it as such, and desiring to prevent the evils of 
the slave trade, President Taylor in his annual 
message of the 4th December, 1850, thus pressed 
| the subject on the consideration of Congress: 
| ‘Your attention is earnestly invited to an amendment 
| of our existing laws relating to the African slave trade, 
| with a view to the effectual suppression of that barbarous 
| waffic. It is not to be denied that this trade is still, in part, 
carried on by means of vessels built in the United States, 
and owned or navigated by some of our citizens. The cor- 
respondence between the Department of State and the 
minister and consul of the United States at Rio de Janeiro, 
which has from time to time been laid before Congress, rep- 
resents that it is a customary device to evade the penalties 
| of our laws by means of sea-letters. 

‘¢ Vessels sold in Brazil, when provided with such papers 
by the consul, instead of returning to the United States for 
a new register, proceed at once to the coast of Atriea, for 
the purpose of obtaining cargoes of slaves. Much additional 
information of the same character bas recently been trans- 
mitted to the Department of State. It has not been consid- 
ered the policy of our laws to subject an American citizen 
who, ina foreign country, purchases a vessel built in the 
United States, to the inconvenience of sending her home 
for a new register before proceeding on a voyage. Any al- 
teration of the laws which might have a tendency to impede 
| the free transfer of property in vessels between our citizens, 

or the free navigation of those vessels between different 
parts of the world, when employed in lawful commerce, 
should be well and cautiously considered ; but I trust that 
your wisdom will devise a method by which our general 
policy, in this respect, may be preserved, and, at the same 
time, the abuse our flag by means of sea-letters, in the 
manner indicated, may be prevented.’’ 

Had the suggestion thus made been followed by 
an act of Congress, in the spirit of the message, 
the exportation of more than one hundred thou- 
_ sand slaves would probably have been prevented. 
| But Congress, engrossed by the political struggles 
| of 1850, made no attempt to adopt the recom- 

mendation. It is the object of the bill I hold in 

my hand to adopt it now. It will not obstruct 








to him in a dispatch dated May 26, || the transfer of American vessels in a foreign port 


1847, of which I hold a copy in my hand, that |! for the purposes of lawful commerce, but will pre- 


1854. 
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vent the abuse of our flag by means of these sea- | 
letters in future. 
' in this connection, suffer me to say, that the 
ittee do not believe that the African slave 
trade will ever be arrested by the operation of the 
wiehth article of the treaty of the 9th of August, 
jn42, called the Webster and Ashburton treaty, by 
which about one eighth of our whole naval force || 
afloat has been employed on the African coast, at | 
an annual cost of about $800,000, having captured 
only twelve slavers in twelve years. A portion of || 
that squadron might always be advantageously | 
kept on that coast to protect our commerce, and 
yt down piracy. But the greater part of all our 
disposable force for the suppression of the slave 
trade should be employed in the Spanish West In- 
dies, and it should not consist merely of one or | 
two heavy frigates, or sloops of war, but chiefly 
of small steam propellers, of light’draft, mounting 
a heavy gun on a pivot, and with men enough to | 
enable them to carry any pirate by boarding. We 
should faithfully fulfill the stipulation in the treaty |) 
of Ghent, by always using our best endeavors to 
promote the desirable object of the entire abolition 
of this barbarous traffic; and, as a suitable meas- | 
ure to effect that great object, the committee now 
report this *¢ bill for the more effectual suppression 
of the African slave trade in American-built ves- | 
” 


sels 





comm 
| 


‘The bill was read a first time, ordered to a sec- 
ond reading, and ordered to be printed for the use | 
of the Senate. 


SLAVERY IN THE TERRITORIES. 
Mr. CHASE gave notice of his intention to ask | 


leave to introduce a bill to prohibit slavery in the | 
Territories of the United States. ; 


FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 

The Senate proce@ded to consider the motion || 

made by Mr. Rockwett, on the 22d instant, to || 

refer to the Committee on the Judiciary, the peti- | 

tion then presented by him from twenty-nine hun- 

dred citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the 
repeal of the fugitive slave law. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL G 


| the year 1854, t 
| Say that a law passed in the year 1850 ought to | 


| mirably calculated to allay agitation ! 
| that the time and the circumstances are to be re- 
| garded in this matter. What is the time, and what 
| are the circumstances surrounding it? 





Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, addressed the Senate 
at considerable length, in a speech in which he re- 
viewed an address recently issued by several Sen- | 
atorsand members of the House of Representatives | 
on the passage of the Nebraska and Kansas bill. | 

[The speech of Mr. Jones will be found in the | 
Appendix. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. President, it is to 
only a few of the remarks which have fallen from 
the honorable Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones} that I have at this time any reply to make. 
Those remarks relate to a petition which I have | 
introduced into the Senate, asa Senator of Massa- 
chusetts, and they have been of such a character 
that | deem it necessary to make some brief reply. 

I regret, sir, that this duty has fallen on me || 
atthis time. I regret that it has fallen on meat || 
a time’ when my distinguished predecessor [Mr. 
Everetr] has been so recently compelled, by the | 
pressure of, I trust, temporary ill health to relin- 
quish his seat on this floor. I regret that it has 
not fallen on some other and worthier successor 
to him, whom our Commonwealth might have des- 
ignated. | 

It is now scarcely three weeks since, while in | 
the seteve of my humble avocations I received || 
the behest of my Stateto take my seat upon this | 
floor. I had resigned every office which fad ever | 
been conferred on me, and I had chosen to remain || 
in the walks of private life; but it was the com- | 
mand of the State of Massachusetts that I should || 
come here, and no citizen is, in my judgment, at || 
liberty to disobey her commands. 

The first public act which I had to perform on || 
entering the Senate, was to present the petition 
which has been made the subject of the remarks 
of the honorable Senator from Tennessee. It is 
& petition signed by two thousand nine hundred 
men of Massachusetts. They are principally | 
from the city of Boston, and its vicinity. It is a | 
fair representation of the bone and sinew of the j 
active business men of the city of Boston. In- | 
cluded in the signatures to the petition aré many | 
others. The signers of this petition are lovers of | 
this Union. They are lovers of the peace and 1 





1] 





— of this Union. They send their petition for 
the repeal of a law which tes been but four years 
on your statute-book. They ask for the repeal 
of a law, which was in addition to a law that had 
been more than fifty-years upon your statute-book, 





| tion is, 


and under which law, without this eiiditien 


al act, | 
this great age 


had achieved its greatness. In 
ey come to this Congress, and | 


be repealed. Is there treason inthis? Is it not a | 
law of Congress? Is it treasonable in the people 
of this country to ask for the modification or even 
for the repeal of any act of Congress? 

But it is said that the source from which this | 
application comes is one that is worthy of cen- | 
surable remark; and this is said, too, in a speéch | 
which deprecates agitation, and which is so ad- | 
It is said 


The time 

chosen is after an agitation in this Congress which | 
is unprecedented, I believe, in the history of the | 
Government. I can confidently say that the feel- | 
ing created by it in the free States of this Union | 


| is utterly unprecedented, and will be felt to be so | 


for long years to come. It was immediately upon | 


'| the passage of a bill, which was resisted here in | 
| every constitutional form, and in forms which have | 


been branded as unjustifiable and unconstitutional, | 
that this petition arose. 


the circumstances of the country, and the recent | 
passage of the measure to which I have referred, 


that the fugitive slave law of 1850 should be re- 
pealed. 


It is true that, immediately after the passage of | 
the bill, which occasioned such great excitement, |! 


which filled all the arteries and veins of this coun- 
try with excitement, as all know, a fugitive slave 
was arrested in the city of Boston. 
happen that there was a popular feeling on the 
subject. It did so happen that, on a certain even- 


ing, there was an outbreak, an affray, a riot, if || not be repealed—that there is nothing in the na- 


|| ture of law or compromise which Congress cannot 
assa- || 
| chusetts, and of Boston, took this matter into their 
|| hands, and the law which had produced so much 
| agitation and so much feeling, was executed. 


you please, and a homicide. It did so happen, 
also, that the constituted authorities of 


The constituted authorities of the United States 
in Bogton, telegraphed to the President of the | 
United States that they wanted no further aid 


| 
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advocated the compromise measures of that pe- 
riod. Among the rest he acquiesced in the pas- 
sage of the fugitive slave law. He said, at that 
time, and the words which fell from his lips were 
regarded by himeelf and by all others as words 
to be entirely relied upon, as fixed facts that could 
never be changed, that the state and condition of 
the whole territory of the United Stutes, in the 
matter of freedom and slavery, was fixed by irre- 
pealable law. Underlying the acquiescence which 








| followed upon those compromise measures of 


It is a declaration of |} 
| twenty-nine hundred men that they think, under 


[t did so |) 


repeal of the fugitive slave law. 


1850, was that belief on the part of the whole 
population of the free States, that the condition of 


|| the Territories was fixed by an irrepealable law. 


If it had not been for that, there would have been 
no such acquiescence; and proof of it is found in 
the very petition I have presented here. Ap- 
pended to it are the names of a great many per- 
sons who were actively engaged in reconciling the 
public opinion to a support of and acquiescence 
in that system of measures. 

When this Congress met, all was quiet. When 
the measure proposing the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise was introduced, it was impossible for 
men to believe that it was to be carried out; but 
it proceeded, and day after day the conviction was 


| forced upon our people that it was to be carried 


out. Then this excitement was occasiened. Sir, 
I will say now, that it has proceeded further than 
a mere requisition for the repeal of the fugitive 
slave law. It does proceed, as is stated in the ad- 
dress on which the Senator has commented, to a 
requisition to repeal the provision of the Kansas 
and Nebraska Cin which repeals the Missouri 
compromise. It goes upon the ground, and it will 
proceed upon the ground, that there are no sacred 


|| compromises outside of the Constitution of the 


United States—that there are no laws which can- 


and may not be asked to repeal. 
This petition asks simply and directly for the 
It does not ask 


for a modification of that law. It expresses the 


| opinions of the petitioners, that something should 


from him; that the authorities of Boston and || 


Massachusetts were amply sufficient for all pur- | 
poses; and that quiet and order existed. 
Sir, it was at or about that time that this peti- 
tion originated. Do you think that if the hearts 
of the three thousand men who sent you this peti- 


they would have sent it to you? Do 
they would have drawn it out and lai 
their Merchant’s Exchange for everybody who 


ou think | 


| chose to sign it, and everybody who did not so 


choose to pass it by? Do you think they would 
thus express their feelings to Congress if their 
hearts had been full of riot and murder? There 


| is no ground for this charge against the citizens 
Affrays and homicides | 


of the city of Boston. 


it up in || 


occur in other portions of this country. They | 


occur upon occasions of great popular excitement, | 


be done; and they have not stopped to weigh their 
words, but they say distinctly and directly that 
they want that law repealed. They undoubtedly 


| wish its repeal for two prominent reasons—be- 


' 


| and they cannot always be avoided. This peti- | 
iowatdh, itself a proof, and should be a || 


conclusive proof as to all who presentit here, that | 


they have no connection whatever with any pro- | 
ceedings of violence. 

But, sir, I have said, and I say again, in con 
nection with that portion of the Senator’s re- | 


|| marks in reference to this subject, that there is a 


feeling throughout the free States of this nation 


cause it does not recognize the right of trial by 
jury, and because it does not recognize the writ 
of habeas corpus. They ask for a repeal of the 


| law, because itwcontdins a denial of those provis- 
tion had been filled with riot and with murder, || 


ions. This is an expression of their dissatisfac- 
tion with the law. 

Mr. President, | have shown that there is no 
difficulty between the Government of the United 
States, and the government of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, but there is a 4ifficulty between the 
Government of the United States and a large por- 
tion of its people. A large portion of the people 
of the United States are dissatisfied with the meas- 
ures ofGovernment. What course do they take? 
I am not undertaking to say here, and I do not 
say that there may not hereafter be a party even 
in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, which 
will sustain these measures. I know there are 
members of a party there who now sustain them. 


| I do not know but that there may be more of the 


members of that party who will hereafter sustain 
them. But I say that any party which sustains 
them there or in any of the free States will, in m 


| judgment, **grow small by degress, and beauti- 


the like of which has never existed before. There || 
have been debates in Congress in relation to the || 


men have been denounced for that. 


'| character of some of those who have presented || 
|| petitions and memorials here. Whole classes of || 
I tell you, || 
|| gentlemen, that, whatever you may say in rela- || 


tion to the propriety, the duty, or the personal || 


character or the profession of the clergy, the min- | 
isters of the Gospel, they have a right to present 
their petitions, and you should regard their peti- 
tions not merely as the expression of their own 
sentiments, sentiments as pure and disinterested 


1 


} 


as those of any class, but the expression of the || 


sentiments of the population in which they are | 


sitnated—the index and the exponent of a general | 


feeling. It is so; it will be found to be so. 


i 
i] 
Is || 


fully less.”’ I say there is such a pervading pub- 
lic sentiment that this must be the result. 

Now, sir, when there is a difficulty between the 
Government of the United States and a portion of 
its people, what is the duty of that portion of the 
people? [s it not to address the Government, to 
state the cause of the grievance, and to ask for spe- 
cific redress? Is not this done? It has been truly 
said by the honorable Senator that this is not the 
only petition that has been presented or that will 
be presented. It is true, that the same feeling per- 
vades great masses of the citizens of this country, 
and the same feeling will exhibit itself hereafter. 
Now, what I ask, 1s, that this petition shall be 
referred to the appropriate committee, and receive 
its respectful and attentive consideration. I say 
the Government of the United States is bound to 


there cause for it? I think there is, and that | do that, and no less, with such a petition. 


cause I will explain. 


Sir, in regard to the remarks of the honorable 


Four years ago my most distinguished prede- || Senator from ‘Tennessee, in relation to the effect 
cessor, Mr. Webster, stood upon this floor, and \! which the repeal of the fugitive slave law may 
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have even upon the continuance of this Union, 
l have this to say, for I will speak here as freely 
as | would speak under the arches of Faneuil 
Hall,—I say that the time has gone by when 
anything like a threat of the dissolution of this 
Union consequent upon the action of the people 
of the free States will have any influence upon 
them—not because of a want of devotion to the 
Union on their part—not because they have not 
signified in the past, and will not signify in the fu- 
ture, the depth of that devotion by their lives, but 
because that threat is not to be used for the pur- 
pose of influencing the free exercise of their judg- 
ments, 


Threats of disunion are no longer to be regarded 


as arguments for or against any measure of this 
Government. We look upon the dissolution of 
this Union as an impossible thing. Weare willing, 
as we always have been, wherever it is extended, 
to go with it. We are willing to do that; and I 
ask here to-day, why is it that the measures are 
not in progress to unite the Pacific with the 
Atlantic? Why is it that this old commercial 
Atlantic ocean is not to-day in progress of being 
connected with the Pacific? Why do you not in- 
vigorate the great ideas that you sometimes utter, 
of *‘an ocean-bound Republic,’’ of the whole of 
North America? Why do you not invigorate 
them with the great achievements of science? 


Why is it that we may not know here to-day | 
what has taken place in California this morning? | 
Are not the power and resources of the Govern- | 


ment sufficient ? Wherearethose measures? Why | 


are they not followed up? Why are they not 
brought before the Senate, and passed by Con- 
gress: 
and no question or debates upon any subject, can 
ever sever them. This has always been the sen- 
timent of Massachusetts; and when I had the 
honor of a seat in the other House of Congress 
it was always the principle that animated my 
heart. The Atlantic and the Pacific! Let them 
be together. This day the Pacific, for all practi- 
cal purposes of transportation, is not as large as 
the Atlantic was twenty years ago. Its borders 
are nearer together than the borders of the At- 
lantic were twenty years ago. 
that Omnipotence has pointed out for the transit 
of the commercial products of the earth. 
is it not carried out? 
Government? 


Was there evera richer 
Do you say that there are difficul- 


Let us be bound together in links of iron, | 


Yours is the path | 


Why | 


ties as to the routes, and as to the modes of con- | 


struction? Commencethe work, and all the diffi- 
culties, as to the routes and modes of construction, 
will vanish away. Give us the West, give us the 
South, give us free opinions, and we shall be with 
you forever, and neither you, nor I, nor all men 
together can prevent it. 

Mr. President, | desire to speak in words of 


truth, of sincerity, and in the calmest and plainest | 


possible manner. There is an excitement in the 


free States of this Union such as has never before | 


been seen; it is more powerful by far than any- 
thing that has preceded it. It is increasing every 
day. It must be respected, it must be heard, it 
must be considered, and I trust it will be. I trust 


that this petition will receive the calm consider- | 


ation and attention of the committee to whom I 
have proposed to entrust it. Let it be argued, let 
it have a fair and full consideration. 
of argument connected with it is brought forward 


Whatever | 


by the eminent standing committee to whom it is | 


referred, let it come before us. 
opinion be heard and respected. 

Mr. President, the honorable Senator from 
Tennessee stated, at the commencement of his 


Let the public 


speech, that he did not arraign the motives of any | 


Senator. 


courtesy which belongs to his character. It is not 


He has treated me, personally, with the | 


my province to reply to that portion of his speech | 


which relates to theaddress. 1 am quite too young 
in the Senate, to presume to do that, under any 
circumstances, in the presence of older Senators; 
but it happens that I have had noconnection with 
the preparation of that address, and therefore I 
am not qualified to speak upon it. If were the 


proper person, however, | would willingly under- | 


take its defense. 

i am of the same opinion expressed by the hon- 
orable and experienced Senator from Georgia, 
[Mr. Dawson,] a few days since, that the true 
course of debate here is for each Senator to ex- 
press his opinions and arguments, at this late 
period of the session, in as brief and direct a man- 





neras possible. I will, therefore, no longer detain 
the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I shall detain the 
Senate but a few minutes in reply to the honor- 
able Senator from Massachusetts. Thereare only 
one or two points in his address upon which | feel 
called on to speak. He seems to think that I 
arraigned the signers of that memorial with more 
harshness than they deserve; and he announces to 
the Senate and the world that they constitute the 
bone and sinew of Boston and Massachusetts. 
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Well, sir, | am not personally acquainted with all | 


the persons; but I respectfully submit to that 


honorable Senator to tell the Senate and the world, | 
while he is finding fault with me for alleging that | 


the memorial comes here surcharged with treason 
and with blood, how many of those who aided 
in resisting the laws of the country in Boston are 
signers of the memorial? Will the honorable 
Senator pretend to say to the country that many, 
very many of the signers, were not. of that class 
of men who dared, with treason in their hearts, 
and with knives in their hands, to resist the con- 
stituted authorities of the country ? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. 
positively affirm that not a single person who 
signed the address was engaged in the transac- 
tion to which he refers. That is not what | un- 
dertook to say. 
no reason to believe that they were. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
that he does not know. Well, Mr. President, I 
should like to know whether such men as Wendell 
Phillips and Theodore Parker, and others of that 
class, who had not the courage personally to stand 
in the fight, but urge on a band of infatuated and 
ignorant men to do that which they have not the 


I will state that I did not | 


All that I said was, that | had | 


The Senator says | 


courage to do, are not responsible before God and | 


the country for this? 

But, sir, this is not all. The Senator says that 
they have a right to petition. Iam sure that that 
honorable Senator did not point that remark at me. 
He will do me the justice to say, that I conceded 
the very largest possible latitude to petition; that 


I extended it to his Satanic Majesty himself. Iam | 


willing that they shall petition here upon all sub- 
jects; but when their petition does come, I am not 
required to swallow it without inquiring into its 
merits or its purposes. The honorable Senator 
says that we need not deceive ourselves; that 


there is a feeling in the North that is going on con- | 
quering and to conquer; and that the excitement || 


and the agitation will go on until these great things 
be accomplished. 
for whom IL have respect, although 1 have not the 
honor of a personal acquaintance with him, upon 
his responsibility as a man and a Senator, tell us 


| striction is restored to the statute-book. 
Will that honorable Senator, || 


whether he believes this Union could last a single | 


day under the repeal of the fugitive slave law? 
Will the honorable Senator answer that? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I have to answer that I 
do not apprehend that any act of that kind would 
dissolve this Union. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am very sorry that 
I cannot concur with the honorable Senator in that. 
I can tell him that we differ toto calo. If he sup- 
poses—and I infer from his remarks that he does— 
that the South will stand tamely, submitting like 


cravens to an invasion upon its rights, he mis- | 


takes its character. If he supposes that the South 


will stand and see their property, which the guar- | 
anties and protection of the Constitution secure | 
to them, carried away, he knows very little of the 


southern character. When that Senator says that 
he has seen and heard enough of these threats and 


taunts about the dissolution of the Union, so that | 


they have no force left; that they do not alarm 


him; that it does not disturb the equanimity of | 


his heart to be threatened with a dissolution of 
the Union, | must say that I used no threat. I 
utterly disavowed anything like a threat. I am 
not of that class of men who make threats. And 
as for the threats to which he alludes, he cannot 
find them in anything that I said. 
him that he need not lay the flattering unction to 
his soul, or communicate the intelligence to his 
constituents, that we of the South are ready to 
bear everything that the North may suggest. He 
need not tell his constituents that we will tamely 
submit to any invasion upon every right that we 
enjoy. He need not mislead his constituents by 


an argument addressed to them to goforward and || submit. It may 


But | can tell | 








- 
| tell them, ‘* Gentlemen, 


do not be alarmed. Y 
need not be alarmed about the dissolution of < 
Union; they are afraid to doit.” Weare, 
afraid to dissolve this Union without cause. a 
when it comes as an alternative between the 
Union on the one hand, and dishonor, disgrace 
and infamy, and being trodden upon by men - 
are but our equals, on the other, I say that if | 
had a torch | would apply it.myself, and be co 
sumed in the conflagration, before I would pubes 
to it; and I speak the sentiments of the South “ 
If we are to hold our place in this Union at the 
expense of honor, and virtue, and equality, the 
Union is not worth having, and you can take all 
the glory you can find init. We do not seek 1, 
place you in such a position. We have never 
sought to do it; and when you seek to place ys 
in such an attitude, you misinterpret the character 
of the South if you suppose it will submit to ;; 
Why, sir, we hold our servants under the Cons). 
tution—whether this is right or wrong, you haye 
no right toinquire, If they go to Massachusetts 
we have a right to reclaim them; and when we 2 
there to reclaim them, instead of finding ever 
man in Boston, as he ought to be, standing by tiie 
law, you find heartless, odious hypocrites in the 
| pulpit, preaching sedition and treason; and ye, 
you tell us we may talk as we please about ihe 
ministry, they are a mighty power—as much as to 
say, take care lest you fall beneath their execrg. 
tion. [am not going to make war upon the min. 
istry. I leave that to the Senator from Illinois, 
{Mr. Doveras.] I think his argument is abou: 
equal to the three thousand and fifty ministers. 
and when they have destroyed him, they will 
a find some other victim to satisfy them. 
do not expect to say anything about them or 
the piety of their hearts. Qhey are not to be 
alarmed about that. I have great respect for the 
ministry. I do not seek to get into a quarrel with 
them. I would rather take the men they send 
here; and I suppose the Senator from Massacho- 
setts is their representative. I am willing to dis- 
| cuss with him; but I do not mean to get off ona 
false track. With women and preachers I never 
quarrel; you cannot get me off on such a track. 
But, sir, the Senator says very frankly—and | 
take it he is a very honest man, but I think he 
has partaken of that fanaticism that will lead him 
astray—that I am right; that repeal is the watch- 
word. They intend to agitate until the fugitive 
slave law is repealed, and until the Missouri re- 
Then, 
my honorable friend, let me say to you that you 
| have a lifetime before you, and: you may sit out 
here for your term, and the term of your success- 
or, and the term after that, but I do not think 
you will live to see the day when the one or the 
other can be done. But if you do live to that in- 
auspicious day, let me tell you that you will have 
| nothing todo. The work will already have been 
| accomplished; and then, sirs, the proclamation 
that has been issued by some of your allies, that 
the incendiary had better come and apply the 
torch to the Capitol of the country, will be useless. 
| That thing has been done once before, Mr. Presi- 
| dent. The Capitol was once the scene of a confla- 
gration—and by whom? by whose hands? By the 
enemies of the country. And we are told now by 
one of the leaders of this war upon the institutions 
of the country, that it is better to see the Capitol 
of his country in flames, than to see the South 
brought to stand upon an equality with the North. 
|Oh! sirs, if there be a curse preserved in all the 
_armory of Heaven that is deeper than all others, 
let it descend upon the infamous wretch who could 
have such a feeling; and if I had the power of 
Omnipotence, | would draw some thunderbolt from 
its armory, and hurl such a wretch into annihila- 
tion. Rather see this Capitol itself in flames, these 
| marbled columns tumbling to ruin, and the repre- 
| sentatives of the States and of the people crushed 
in their fall, than to see an equality of rights be- 
tween the members of this Confederacy ! 
sir, in the better days of this Republic, in the days 
| of Washington and the patriots of the Revolution, 
| the man who should have uttered such a sentiment 
| would have been hung as high as Haman; and he 
deserves it to-day. ; 
You talk about the rights of the South, and 
| about trampling upon them, and you say she wil 
S that we shall; but may the 


do all that they may to destroy the last vestige of || God of Heaven forever blast me and all mine, if 


| equality between the North and the South, and || they ever submit to infamy, degradation, and dis- 
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Lay not that flattering unction to your 
souls; she will not do it. You say * give us iron 
hands to bind us together. Give us the West; 
vive us the South; give us trade; give us com- 
merce.” You have got nearly all, and, not satis- 
fed with that, you want our negroes; you want 
our property; you want to dishonor us; you want 
to disgrace us; you wanta servile war, that our 
wives and daughters may be degraded and dis- 
honored. Do not make a fuss about this thing. 
Talk more reasonably. Talk a little more patri- 
otically. Talk about the authority and the rights 
of the country.’ Give us what the Constitution 
civesus. Weasknomore. We will give you 
ail that it secures you. We seek not to encroach 
upon you, and will never, no, never, submit to 
encroachments from you. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. This, Mr. President, is a 
controversy between old friends. I believe that 
for the last twenty years Tennessee and Massa- 
chusetts have stood shoulder to shoulder in presi- 
dential elections; and if this controversy is to 
result in a change of the policy, I hope it will go 
on. I believe that Tennessee, since 1836, has been 
with Massachusetts in politics, in the presidential 
elections at least, against the national men of the 
country. When General Cass declared himself 
azainst the Wilmot proviso, did not Tennessee 
prefer General ae who declined to declare him- 
self against it? nd why did he decline to do so? 
Because the Whigs wanted Massachusetts. Mas- 
sachusetts and ‘I‘ennessee were together during the 
last presidential election, and I rather fear they 
will be together hereafter. I, therefore, hope that 
this unpleasant controversy will cease, and that, 
the morning hour having gone by, we shall pro- 
ceed with the regular business of the Senate. 


honor. 


Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I begin by | 


answering the interrogatory propounded by the 
Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones.) He asks, 
“Can any one suppose that, if the fugitive slave 
act be repealed, this Union can exist???’ To which 
[ reply at once, that if the Union be in any way 
dependent on an act—I cannot call it a law—so 
revolting in every regard as that to which he refers, 
then it ought not to exist. To much else that has 
fallen from that Senator [ do not desire to reply. 
He has discussed at length matters already handled 
again and again in the protracted debates of this 
session. Like the excited hero of Macedonia, he 
has renewed past conflicts, 


* And thrice he routed all his foes, 
And thrice he slew the siain.”’ 


Of what the Senator has said on the relations of || 
Senators, North and South, of a particular party, 
And yet I cannot | 


itis not my province to speak. ! 
turn from it without expressing, at least, a single 


aspiration, that men from the North, whether | 
Whigs or Democrats, will neither be cajoled or | 


driven by any temptation, or lash, from the sup- 
port of those principles of freedom which are in- 
separable from the true honor and welfare of the 
country. At last, I trust, there will be a back- 
bone in the North. 

My colleague has already remarked, that this 
memorial proceeds from persons of whom many 
were open supporters of the alleged compromises 
of 1850, including even the odious fugitive slave 
bill. I have looked over the long list, and, so far 
as | can judge, find this to be true. And, in my 
Opinion, the change shown by these men is typ- 
ical of the change in the community of which they 
constitute a prominent part. Once the positive up- 


holders of the fugitive slave bill, they now demand | 


its unconditional repeal. 

There is another circumstance worthy of especial 
remark. This memorial proceeds mainly from per- 
sons connected with trade and commerce. Now, it 
is a fact too well known in the history of England, 
and of our own country, that these persons, while 
often justly distinguished by their individual char- 
ities and munificence, have been lukewarm in 


their opposition to slavery. Twice in English || 


history the ‘* mercantile interest®’ frowned upon 
the endeavors to suppress the atrocity of Algerine 
slavery; steadfastly in England it sought to baffle 
Wilberforce’s great effort for the abolition of the 
African slave trade; and, at the formation of our 
own Constitution, it stipulated a sordid compro- 
mise, by which this same detested, Heaven-defy- 
ing traffic was saved for twenty years from Amer- 
ican judgment. But now it is all changed—at 


leastin Boston. The representatives of the ‘* mer- \| 


| the Senate, but by the court; holding his office, 


‘| apologies; but rather joy and satisfaction, 
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the new movement against slavery, and by their 
explicit memorial, call for the abatement of a 
grievance which they have recently bitterly felt in 
Boston. 

Mr. President, this memorial! is interesting to 
me, first, as it asks a repeal of the fugitive 
slave bill, and secondly, as it comes from Massa- 
chusetts. That repeal I shall be glad at any time, 
now and hereafter, as in times past, to sustain by 
vote and argument; and I trust never to fail in any 
just regard for the sentiments or interests of Mas- 
sachusetts. With these few remarks, I would 
gladly close. But there has been an arraignment 
here to-day, both of myself and of the Common- 
wealth which | represent. To all that has been 
said against myself or the Commonwealth—so far 
as it is an impeachment of either—so far as it sub- 


jects either to wee censure, I plead openly, for | 
rs 


myself and for Massachusetts, ** not guilty.”’ But 
aw me, if I do not submit to be tried by the 

enate, fresh from the injustice of the Nebraska 
bill. In the language of the common law, I 


throw myself upon ‘* God and the country,”’ and | 


claim the same trial for my honored Common- 


wealth. | 


So far as the arraignment touches me person- 
ally, | hardly care to speak. It is true that I 
have not hesitated, here and elsewhere, to express 
my open, sincere, and unequivocal condemnation 
of the fugitive slave bill. 


Constitution of the United States. In violation 
of the Constitution, it commits the great question 
of human freedom—than which 


summary proceedings. 
It commits this question—not to one of the high | 
tribunals of the land—but to the unaided judgment 
of a single petty magistrate. 
{t commits this question to a magistrate, ap- | 
pointed, not by the president with the consent of 


not during good behavior, but merely during 
the will of the court; and receiving, not a regular 
salary, but fees according to each individual case. 
It authorizes judgment on ex parte evidence, by | 
affidavits, without the sanction of cross-examina- 


| tion. 


It denies the writ of habeas corpus, ever known 


_as the palladium of the citizen. 


Contrary to the declared purposes of the framers 
of the Constitution, it sends the fugitive back ** at 
the public expense. ”’ 

Adding meanness to the violation of the Consti- 
tution, it bribes the commissioner by a double fee 
to pronounce against freedom. If he dooms a 
man to slavery, the reward is ten dollars; but, 
saving him to freedom, his dole is five dollars. 

But this is notall. On two other capital grounds 
do I oppose this act as unconstitutional; first, as 
it is an assumption by Congress of powers not 
delegated by the Constitution, and in derogation 
of the rights of the States; and secondly, as it takes | 


| away that essential birth-right of the citizen, trial | 


by jury, in a question of personal liberty and a 
suit at common law. Thus obnoxious, | have 
regarded it as an enactment totally devoid of all 
constitutional obligation, as it is clearly devoid of 
all moral, while it is disgraceful to the country 
and the age. And,sir,I have hoped and labored 
for the creation of such a public opinion, firm, 
enlightened, and generous, as should render the 
act practically inoperative, and should press, with- 
out ceasing, upon Congress for its repeal. For all 
that | have said on this head, I have no regrets or 
Glad 
I am in having said it; glad | am now in the op- 
portunity of affirming it allanew. Thus much 
for myself. 

In response for Massachusetts, there are other 
things. Something surely must be pardoned to 
her history. In Massachusetts stands Boston. 
In Boston stands Faneuil Hall, where, through- 
out the perils which preceded the Revolution, our 


| patriot fathers assembled to vow themselves to 
| freedom. Here, in those days, spoke James Otis, 


is the 


full of the thought that “ the people’s safet 
ere, also, spoke James Warren, 


law of God.’’ 


| inspired by the sentiment that ‘‘ death with all its 


tortures is preferable toslavery.’’ And here, also, 
thundered John Adams, fervid with the conviction 
that ‘‘ consenting to slavery is a satrilegious breach 
of trust.* Not far from this venerable hall—be- 


cantile interest’? place themselves in the front of ‘tween this temple of freedom and the very court- 


have denounced it as | 
at once a violation of the law of God, and of the | 


none is more | 
sacred in the law——not to a solemn trial, but to | 
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house, to which the Serator [Mr. Jones] has re- 
ferred—is the street where, in 1770, the first blood 
was spilt in conflict between Briush troops and 
Americar. citizens, and among the victims was one 
of that African race which you so much despise. 
Almost within sight is Bunker Hill; further off, 
Lexington and Concord. Amidst these scenes a 
slave-hunter from Virginia appears, and the dis- 
gusting rites begin by which a fellow-man is to be 
doomed to bondage. Sir,can you wonder that the 
people were moved ? 

Who can be wise, amazed, temperate, and furious, 

Loyal and neutral, ina moment? No man. 

It is true that the slave act was with difficulty 
executed, and that one of its servants perished in 
the effort. On these grounds the Senator from 
Tennessee charges Boston with fanaticism. 1 ex- 

ress no opinion of the conduct of individuals; but 
i do say, that the fanaticism which the Senator con- 
demns is not new in Boston. Itis thesame which 
opposed the execution of the Stamp Act, and 
finally secured its repeal. It is the same which 
opposed the Tea Tax. It is the fanaticism which 
finally triumphed on Bunker Hill. The Senator 
says that Boston is filled with traitors. That 
charge is notnew. Boston, of old, was the home 
of Hancock and Adams. Her traitors now are 
those who are truly animated bY the spirit of the 
American Revolution. In condemning them, in 
condemning Massachusetts, in condemning these 
remonstrants, you simply give a proper conclu- 
sion to the utterance on this floor that the Decla- 
ration of Independence is ‘* a self-evident lie.’’ 

Here I might leave theimputations on Massachu- 
setts. But the case is stronger yet. I have referred 
to the Stamp Act. The parallel is of such aptness 
and importance, that, though on a former occa- 
sion I presented it to the Senate, I cannot forbear 
from pressing it again. As the precise character of 
this act may not be familiar, allow me to remind 
the Senate, that it was an attempt to draw money 
from the Colonies through a stamp tax, while the 
determination of certain questions of forfeiture 
under the statute was delegated, not to the courts 
of common law, but to courts of admiralty with- 
out trial by jury. This act was denounced in the 
Colonies at once on its passage, as contrary to the 
British Constitution on two principal grounds, 
identical in character with the two chief grounds 
on which the slave act is now declared to be un- 
constitutional; first, as an assumption by Parlia- 
ment of powers not belonging to it, and an in- 
fraction of rights secured to the Colonies; and, 
secondly, as a denial of trial by jury in certain 
cases of property. On these grounds the Stamp 
Act was held to be an outrage 

The Colonies were aroused against it. Vir- 
ginia first declared herself by solemn resolutions, 
which the timid thought ** treasonable;’’ yes, sir, 
** treasonable;”’ even as that word is now applied 
to recent manifestations of opinion in Boston. But 
these ‘“‘treasonable’’ resolutions soon found a 
response. New York followed. Massachusetts 
came next. Inan address from the Legislature to 
the Governor, the true ground of opposition to the 
Stamp Act, coincident with the two radical objec- 
tions to the Slave Act, are clearly set forth, with 
the following pregnant conclusion: 

‘< We deeply regret that the Parliament has seen fit to 
pass such an act as the Stamp Act; we flatter ourselves that 
the hardships of it will shortly appear to them in such a 
light as shall induce them, in their wisdom, to repeal it; 


in the mean time, we must beg your Excellency to excuse 
us from doing anything to assist in the execution of it.’’ 


The Stamp Act was welcomed in the Colonies 
by the Tories of that day —— as the uncon- 
stitutional Slave Act has been weleomed by im- 
perious numbers among us. Hutchinson, at that 
time Lieutenant Governor and judge in Massachu- 
setts, wrote to Ministers in England: 

“The Stamp Actis received with as much decency as 


could be expected. It leaves no room for evasion, and 
will execute itself.” 


Like the judges of our day, in charges to grand 
juries he resolutely vindicated the act, and ad- 
monished ‘‘ the jurors and the people” to obey. 
Like Governors tn ourday, Bernard, in his speech 
to the Legislature of Massachusetts, demanded 
unreasoning submission. ‘I shall not,’’ says this 
British Governor, ** enter into any disquisition of 
the policy of theact. I have only to say it is an 
act of the Parliament of Great Britain.”’ Like 
marshals of our day, the officers of the customs 


|| are recorded as having made ‘application for a 
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military force to assist them in the execution of || ginal passage, the Stamp Act—assailed as uncon- 


their duty.” ‘The elaborate answer of Massachu- 


setts—a paper which is one of the corner-stones || 


of our history—drawn by Samuel Adams, was | 


pronounced “ the ravings of a parcel of wild enthu- || 


siasts,’’ even as recent proceedings in Boston, 


resulting in the memorial before you, have been 
characterized on this floor. 
adducing this parallel ? 

The country was aroused against the execution 
of the act. Sed here Boston took the lead. In 


| 
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stitutional on the precise grounds on which we 
assail the existing slave act—was driven from the 
statute-book. 

But, sir, the Stamp Act was, at most, an infringe- 
ment of civil liberty only, not of personal liberty. 
It touched quesuons of property only, but not the 


Was I not right in || personal liberty of any man. Under it no freeman 
| could be seized as a slave. 


formal instructions to her Representatives,adopted | statute no person could be deprived of that vital 
| right of all, which is to other rights as the soul to 


unanimously in town meeting at Faneuil Hall, 
the following rule of conduct was prescribed: 


“ We, therefore, think it our indispensable duty, in jus- 
tice to ourselves and posterity, as it is our undoubted priv 
liege, in the most open and unreserved, but decent and 
respectful terms, to declare our greatest dissatisfaction with 
thislaw. And we think it inewmbent upon you by no means | 
to join in any public measures for countenancing and assist- 
ing in the execution of the same. But to use your best en- 
deavors in the General Assembly to have the inherent in- | 
alienable rights of the people of this province asserted, and | 
vindicated, and left upon the public record, that posterity 
may never have reason to charge the present times with the 
guilt of tanely giving them away.” 


The opposition spread and deépened, and one | 
of its natural tendencies was to outbreak and vio- | 
lence. On one occasion in Boston it showed itself 

in the lawlessness of a mob, of a most formidable 

character, even as is now charged. 
her struggles, is too often driven to force. But the | 
town, at a public meeting in Faneuil Hall, called | 
without delay, on the motion of the opponents of 
the Stamp Act, with James Otis as chairman, con- 
demned the outrage, Eager in hostility to the 
execution of the act, Boston cherished municipal | 
order, and constantly discountenanced all tumult, 
violence, and illegal proceedings. 
grounds she then stood; and her position was 
widely recognized. In reply, March 27, 1766, to | 


Liberty, in | 





the body—ihe right of a man to himself. As liberty 
is more than property, as man is above the beasts 
that perish, as Heaven is higher than earth, so 
are the rights assailed by an American Congress 
above those once assailed by the British Parlia- 
ment; and just in this proportion must be our con- 
demnation of the Slave Act by the side of the 
Stamp Act. And this will yet be declared by his- 


tory. 

C call upon you, then, to receive the memorial, 
and hearken to its prayer. All other memorials 
asking for changes in existing legislation are 
treated with respect, promptly referred, and acted 
upon. This should not be an exception. The 
memorial simply asks the repeal of an obnoxious 
statute, which is entirely within the competency 
of Congress. It proceeds froma large number of 
respectable citizens whose autograph signatures 
are attached. It is brief and respectful in form; 
and, in its very brevity, shows that spirit of free- 
dom which should awaken a generous response. 
In refusing to receive it or refer it, acbortling to 
the usage of the Senate, or in treating it with any 


On these two || indignity, you offer an affront, not only to these 
numerous petitioners, but also to the great right | 


of petition, which is here never more sacred than 


an address from the inhabitants of Plymouth, her || when exercised in behalf ot freedom against an 


own consciousness of duty done is thus expressed: || Obnoxious statute. 


“If the inhabitants of Boston have taken the legal and 
warrantable measures to prevent that misfortune of all 
others the most to be dreaded, the execution of the Stamp 
Act, and, ae a necessary means of preventing it, have made 
any spirited applications for opening the custom-houses | 
and courts of justice; if, at the same time, they have borne | 
their testimony against outrageous tumults and illegal pro- | 
ceedings, and given any example of the love of peace and | 
good order, next to the consciousness of having done their | 
duty is the satisfaction of meeting with the approbation of | 
any of their fellow-countrymen.”’ 

Thus was the Stamp Act annulled, even before 
its actual repeal, which was pressed with assi- | 
duity, by petition and remonstrance, on the next 
meeting of Parliament. Among the potent influ- 
ences was the entire concurrence of the merchants, 
and especially a remonstrance against the Stamp | 
Act by the merchants of New York—like that | 
now made against the Slave Act by the merchants | 
of Boston. Some asked at first only for its modi- 
fication. Even James Otis began with this mod- 
erate desire. ‘The King himself showed a dispo- | 
sition to yield to this extent. But Franklin, who | 
was then in England, when asked whether the | 
Colonies would submit to the act, if mitigated in 
certain particulars, replied: ‘* No, never, unless 
compelled by force of arms.’’ The great Com- 
moner, William Pitt, in an ever memorable speech, 
ate _— which fitly belong to this occasion. | 

e said: 





** Sir, ! have been charged with giving birth to sedition in 
America. ‘They have spoken their sentiments with free- 
dom against this unhappy act, and that freedom has become | 
their crime. Sorry | am to hear the liberty of speech in | 


|| its own duty in carrying out the man 


Permit me to add, that by 
this course you provoke the very spirit which you 


would repress. There is a certain plant which is || 


said togrow whentroddenupon. It remains to be 
seen if the Boston petitioners have not something 
of this quality. But this 1 know, sir: that theslave 
act, like vice, is of so hideous a mien, that ‘‘to 
be hated it needs only to be seen;’’ and the occur- 
rences of this day will makeit visible and palpable 
to the people in new forms of injustice. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, [ wish to 
know, as I came into the Senate Chamber since 
the discussion commenced, what is the proposi- 
tion before the body? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norris in 
the chair.) The question is on the motion to refer 
the memorial to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER. It becomes me, then, as chair- 
man of that committee, to say one or two words. 
I have never had any very great confidence in 
what is called the fugitive slave law. It became 
my duty certainly, as the organ of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to report a bill outof which grew 
the present act known as the fugitive slave act. 
My opinion always has been, however, that, pri- 
marily, there ought to have been no fugitive slave 
act at all, but that, under the Constitution of a Con- 
federacy of slaveholding States—for these were 
slaveholding States at the time of the formation of 
the Constitution—each State was bound epee 

ates of 
that Constitution. he Constitution contained 
obligations of States as parties to see them per- 


this House imputed as acrime. But the imputation shall || formed; and if each State would do its full duty— 


not discourage me. Itis a liberty | mean toexercise. No 

gentleman ought to be afraid to exercise it. Itis a liberty | 
by which the jrentleman who calumniates it might and ought | 
to have profited. The gentleman tells us America is ob- | 


the duty of compact-stipulation—in good faith, 
Congress, as the representatives of the States, | 
would never have been called on to provide such 


stinate; America is almost in open rebellion. I rejoice || a measure as the fugitive slave act. 


that America has resisted ; three millions of people so dead | 
to all the feelings of liberty, as voluntarily to submit to be | 
slaves, would have been fit instruments to make slaves of | 
all the rest. I would not debate a particular point of law 
with the gentleman; but I draw my ideas of freedom from 
the vital powers of the British Constitution—not from the 
crude and fallacious notions too much relied upon, as if we 
were but in the morning of liberty. [ can acknowledge no 
veneration for any procedure, law, or ordinance that is 
replignant te reason and the first elements of our Constitu- 
tou. The Americans have been wronged. They have 
been driven to madness. Upon the whole, I will beg leave 
to tell the House what is really my opinion. It is that the | 
Stamp Act be repeated, absolutely, totally, and immediately, | 
and that the reason for the repeal be assigned, because it | 
was founded on an erroneous principle.” 


Thus spoke this great orator, at the time tute- 
lary guardian of American liberty. 
unheeded. 


Now, I must be permitted to ask the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Rocxwe t,} 
who has spoken in a temper that I somewhat 
commend, with his solemn declaration that the 
feeling which has been excited at the North by 
the passage of the Kansas and Nebraska bill can- 
not be extinguished; that the fires which have been 
kindled are to continue; does he suppose that any 
report made by the Committee on the Judiciary 
could appease a sentiment which has been ex- 
pressed, and, I believe, exaggerated by the speech 
of his colleague; a speech whose whole style, tone, 


|| and character does not become a Senate, especially 


a Senate representing a constitutional Confeder- 


He was not || acy; a speech that I regard as a poor edition of 
Within less than a year from its ori- || his other speeches on the same subject? It might 


There was an unjust | 
| tax of a few pence, with the chances of amerce- | 
ment by a single judge without jury; but by this | 


J une 26, 


| have suited for the 4th of July, which comes o 
| ina few days. Do gentlemen suppose, after the 


|| declarations which they have made, that 





| or any measure, recommended by the Toding 
| Committee, could satisfy the feelings of which 


they have given us such notice? Sir, I will no 
| f° into this matter; but there is one thing which 
| 1 wish to say in rep to the honorable gentlems 
who sits near me, (Mr. Sumner.] When Faneuil 
Hall was illustrated by eloquence, and intone 
talized by patriotism; when Otis spoke, and Joh, 
| Hancock acted, and John Adams made the ag 
| larations which have been so much applauded } 
the gentleman, they were the representatives of 
slaveholding States. They represented Masso. 
| chusetts as she was—hardy, slaveholding Maggs. 
chusetts. Sir, when blood was shed upon the 
plains of Lexington and Concord, in an issue made 
|, by Boston, to whom was an appeal made, and 
| from whom was it answered? The answer is found 
in the acts of slaveholding States—animis opibusque 
_parati. Yes, sir, the independence of America 
to maintain republican liberty, was won by the 
|| arms and treasure, by the patriotism and good 
|| faith of slaveholding communities. 

Sir, the Senator has chosen to exhibit a good 
| deal of sensibility upon abstract questions of |ib. 
| erty; but he knows that this Confederacy could 
|| not have been formed without a Constitution made 
|| by practical statesmen, in which New England 
|| entered into a compact with slaveholders. If the 
| sentiments which he entertains now be the general 
| sentiments of Boston and Massachusetts, it is a 
| Commonwealth which ought not to belong to a 
|| Confederacy of slaveholders. That ought to be 
their feeling. If they cannot associate with us, 
' under a common Constitution, let them Say so, 
Sir, the gentleman has made his declarations with 
/much pomp, and, I must say, not with his usual 
| taste; with a species of rhetoric which is intended, 
|| | suppose, to feed the fires of fanaticism which he 
|| has helped to kindle in his own State—a species 
of rhetoric which is not becoming the gravity of 
this body. Let me tell him that when all those 
| distinguished acts took place, to which he has 
| alluded, they came from the organs. of a public 
| opinion representing peaceful wisdom—those who 
| made compacts to observe them—those who could 
| have their own, but could respect and conform to 
| the opinions of others. They were gentlemen. 
| Perhaps, sir, I have said more than I ought to 
| have said on this subject; but when gentlemen 
rise and flagrantly misrepresent history, as that 
' gentleman has done, by a fourth of July oration, 
| by vapid rhetoric, by a species of rhetoric which, 
|| 1 am sorry to say, ought not to come from a 
| scholar—a rhetoric with more fine color than real 
| strength—I become impatient under'it. 1 speak 
| very differently of the other honorable gentleman 
| from Massachusetts, [Mr. Rockwe.u.] He spoke 
| with calmness, gravity, and dignity; and | at- 
| tended to him. His warning would give me some 
| understanding of the state of feeling which | would 
| be inclined to respect. I respect a man who speaks 
| under the sanction of responsibility which seemed 
|to pervade that Senator’s bosom. He was the 
| selected representative to present the petition. 
| He has discharged the office, and has spoken in 
the soberness of one expressing conviction; and 

in that spirit—notas arhetorician, playing a part— 
| I must regard his representations. If they shall 
be the prevailing sentiments of those for whom be 
_has spoken, they make the issues of separation. 
| | have never made a threat on this floor; but I 
'willtell him that if these agitations go on, the con- 
sequence will be that an issue will be made be- 
tween the North and the South. Each section 
_ will become united—maintaining the position of 
/units. 1 do not undertake to indicate those things; 
but will say, if sectional agitation is to be fed by 
such sentiments, such displays, and such things 
'as come from the honorable gentleman near me, 
[Mr. Sumner,] | say we ought not to be in & 
common Confederacy, and we should be better off 
| withoutit. In such a state of things, I might well 
entertain feelings of respect for the gentleman—as 
_ representing a different confederacy. 1 will not 
| suppose a hostile confederacy; but even if such 
| should be its character—if I do not mistake the gen- 
tleman—he would extend to me the protection of 
an honorable and respected flag. My condition 's 
|| different when I am assailed by a confederate, 
making war = me under the covering of a com- 
mon camp. In one, and a plain word, if the pro- 


| 
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-eedings of this Senate are to be made the vehicle of | 

jenunciation or assault, the thing cannot be toler- || 

aed. Sir, Lam understood to be somewhat an 
excitable man, but I have never here, on any occa- 
sion, made any remark which lt am not willing to 
qualify, and make conformable to the judgment | 
which my responsible position would require of 
me. | can, as I do, entertain strong feelings, but 
they shall not find expression in violent threats. || 

Such, | may well appeal to the Senate, has not | 

been my habit. I have been betrayed into remarks 

pot intended. 

| rose, however, simply to say that, so far as | 
resards myself, | am perfectly willing that this | 
memorial shall be referred. If we respond to it | 

by saying that the law should not be repealed, I 

do not think it is going to appease the feeling at 

the North, according to the expressions made by 
honorable gentlemen; and if we say it shall be 
repealed, that certainly will not satisfy the coun- | 
try. Then if the object be to make the issue be- 
tween the North and the South, let the issue come. | 

Let it come with dignity; let it be met in calmness 

of spirit. I do not want any of these flaming 

speeches here, calculated to excite merely—to feed 

« flame without seeing where it shall extend. No, |, 

sir, do not let us involve the country in a contest 

to be decided by mobs—infuriated by the flaming || 
speeches of servile orators. Let the proud civili- 
zation of the country never be committed to the | 
chances of anarchy, let us live together under a | 
constitution, or let us separate with purpose and 
dignity. | 
| have said I am perfectly willing, so far as I 
am concerned, to let the memorial be referred; | 
but | wish to ask the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts, who presented it, [Mr. Rock- 
WELL,] a question; and I believe, from the impres- 
sion which he made on me to-day, that he will 
answer it. If werepeal the fugitive slave law, will 
the honorable Senator tell me that Massachuseits 
will execute the provision of the Constitution with- 
outany law of Congress’? Suppose we should take 
away all laws, and devolve upon the different || 
States the duties that properly belong to them, | 
would ask that Senator whether, under the preva- 
lence of public opinion there, Massachusetts would 
execute that provision as one of the constitutional 
members of this Unicon? Would they send fugi- 
tives back to us after trial by jury, or any other 
mode? Will this honorable Senator [Mr. Sum- | 
NER] tell me that he will do it? | 

Mr. SUMNER. Does the honorable Senator || 
ask me if | would personally join in sending a fel- | 
low-man into bondage?’ ‘Is thy servant a dog, | 
that he should do this thing?’’ 

Mr.BUTLER. Theseare the prettiest speeches 
that | ever heard. (Langhter.| He has them 
turned down in a book by him, | believe, and he | 
has them so elegantly fixed that | cannot reply to | 
them. [Laughter.] They are too delicate for my 
use. [Renewed laughter.} They are beautiful 
things; made in a factory of rhetoric somewhat of a 
peculiar shape. But, I must be permitted to say, not 
of a definite texture. Now, what does he mean by || 
talking about his not being a dog? [Continued | 
laughter.] What has that to do with the Consti- || 
tution, or the constitutional obligations of a State? | 
(Laughter.] Well, sir, it was a beautiful senti- 
ment, no doubt, as he thought, and perhaps he | 
imagined he expressed it with Demosthenian ab- | 
ruptness and eloquence. ([Laughter.] I asked 
him whether he would execute the Constitution 
of the United States without any fugitive slave 
law, and he answered me, is he a dog 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator asked me if | 
would help to reduce a fellow-man to bondage? | 
1 answered him. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then you would not obey ] 
the Constitution. Sir, {turning to Mr. Sumyer,] 
standing here before this tribunal, where you 
8wore to support it, you rise and tell me that you | 
regard it the office of a dog to enforceit. You stand 
in my presence, as a coequal Senator, and tell me 
that it is a dog’s office to execute the Constitution | 
of the United States? i| 

Mr. PRATT. Which he has sworn to sup- || 
port, 

; Mr. SUMNER. I recognize no such obliga- | 
ion. 
Mr. BUTLER. 1 know you do not. But 
nobody cares about your recognitions as an indi- | 





vidual; but as a Senator, and a constitutional rep- || sure, there are instances where it has been violated | 


| his language here. 


resentative, you stand differently related to this 


ir But enough of this. 
r. MASON. I wish to inquire if a motion 
has been made to refer this petition ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
question is on the motion to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MASON. I desire most respectfully to 
know from what quarter that motion came? What 
honorable Senator made the motion? 

Mr. PRATT. The honorable senator from 
Massachusetts who first spoke, [Mr. Rocxwe tt. } 

Mr. MASON. The Senator who introduced the 
petition. I had hoped, Mr. President, after the 
compact (if | may so express it) which had been 
entered into between the various States of the Con- 
federacy in enacting this law, that debate would 
not again have arisen upon it; and I had hoped, 
also, that the dignity of the American Senate 
would not have been subjected to the assaults made 
on it this day by one who is a Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner.}] I say, sir, the 


| dignity of the American Senate has been rudely, 


wantonly, grossly assailed by a Senator from 
Massachusetts, and not only the dignity of the 
Senate, but of the whole people, trifled with in the 
presence of the American Senate, either ignorantly 
or corruptty—I do not know which, nor do I care. 
Sir, that Senator said that the law for the recla- 
mation of fugitive slaves denied to a citizen the 
privilege of the habeas corpus, which was secured 
to him by the Constitution. [ repeat, such a dec- 
laration in reference to that law was made, either 
ignorantly or corruptly, for corrupt purposes. 
There is nothing like it in the law. The law does 
not deny the privilege of the habeas corpus; and if 
it did, it would have been a dead letter. 

W hy, sir, the experience under the law is, that 
the habeas corpus issues, and there is nothing in 


| the law which says to the contrary; and yet the 
| Senator, discharging what, | suppose, he considers 
| his duty to those who sent him here, has had the 
|, temerity to declare that this law violated the Con- 


stitution in refusing the habeas corpus. Sir, this 
writ is to inquire only into the legality of the de- 


| tention, and the law so recognizing it bases its 


provisions only upon the question of the legality 
of the detention; and if it 1s proved that the fugi- 
tive was held to service, or labor, and did escape, 
whether justly so held or no, under the Conatitu- 
tion, he is to be returned whence he escaped. Sir, 


| the proof establishes the legality of the arrest and 


detention, and is an answer to the writ of habeas 


corpus; and in this the fugitive slave law does not | 
| depart from the policy regulating the administra- 


tion of all penal law. One arrested as a fugitive 
from justice is entitled, on his arrest, to a habeas 


corpus—for what? To determine whether he com- | 


mitted the offense with which he was charged, at 
the place whence he escaped? 


in proper form of law to authorize his detention 
until a trial could be had; and proof that he was 
so charged is then, also, an answer to the habeas 


corpus, and he must be remanded without in- | 


quiring whether the charge is true or false. 

1 do not know whether the Senator claims to be 
a jurist; | know not his position at home; but | 
know something of his associations there from 
Sir, he has denounced a gen- 
tleman from Virginia who goes under the pro- 
tection of the Constitution, and the sanction of 


the law into his State, to reclaim his property. 
He has the boldness to speak hereof such a man 
'as “fa slave-hunter from Virginia. 


Sir, my 
constituents need no vindication from me from 
such a charge, coming from such a quarter. 


Certainly not; | 
| but to determine only whether he was so charged | 
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by brutal mobs, as there are instances of other 
laws being evaded by knavery, or silenced by 
brute force; but | say the law has done its office 
well, done it on a recent memorable occasion in 
the very city of Massachusetts which the Senator 
claims so worthily to represent; but the enlight- 
ened patriotism of most of whose citizens, | be- 
lieve, think of him asl do. In that city, within the 
last fortnight, it has done its office, and done it in 
the presence of a mob, which that Senator and his 
associates roused and inflamed to the very verge 
of treason, subjecting them to traitors’ doom, 
while he and his associates sat here and kept them- 


| selves aloof from danger. Yes, sir, it was executed 


under these circumstances, and executed by that 
power that is bound to execute it—the Govern- 
ment of the whole United States. 

Mr. President, | did not think I could have 
been drawn into a debate on this subject. I 
should not have engaged in it but that I thoughtit 
right to vindicate the law from the misconstruc- 
tion which was placed on it by the honorable Sen- 


| ator, before the country, in reference to the habeas 


| corpus. 


But, sir, | may say neither that law nor 
any other law could require vindication from at- 
tacks made by one mad enough to announce to 
the American Senate-and the American people, 


| that although the Constitution provides that fugi- 


tives from service shall be surrendered up, he 


| would recognize himself as a dog were he to exe- 


| dethroned ! 


cute that provision. He has said so in the pres- 
ence of that American Senate who witnessed his 
oath to support, protect, and defend that same 
Constitution, and his appeal to his God to witness 
the truth and sincerity of his purpose. Why, sir, 
am I speaking of a fanatic, one whose reason is 
Can such a one expect to make im- 
pressions upon the American people from his 
vapid, vulgar declamation here, accompanied by 
a declaration that he would violate his oath now 
recently taken? 

Well, sir, that Senator attempted to institute a 


| comparison between the StampAct, registed by our 


| slave law. 


| now were slaveholders. 





| State, and he has sworn to o 


gitive 
Sir, he was well answered by the hon- 
orable and distinguished Senator from South Car- 
olina, that in those days the people he represents 
I cannot believe he rep- 
resents them now, although they are slaveholders 
no longer. Sir, | think I might venture upon the 
office of vindicating his own people from the asper- 


common ancestry, and resistance to the fu 


|| sions their representative has cast on them. Let 


the honorable Senator remember that he says he 
would be a dog to surrender a fugutive slave, 
although the Constitution imposes the duty on his 
y it. 

Let me recall him to that page in our history 
which shows that, by the vote of Massachusetts, 
and the other New England States, the interdict 
was placed in this very Constitution against pro- 
hibiting the African slave trade. Sir, the New 
England States at that day, with Massachusetts 
at their head, knowing that the first act of the 
American Congress would be to prohibit the 
African slave trade, voted, all of them, to take 
that power from Congrese, so as to continue the 
slave trade for twenty years after its adoption, 


| and up to the year 1808. These are the people 
whom he dares now to say, before the American 


| Senate, would be depraved, and sinful, and mean, 


| stitution. 
The | 


Senator from Massachusetts, in the use of such || 


| vulgar language here, betrays the vulgarity of his 
|| associations at home; and shall it be tolerated in 


the American Senate? Yes, sir, agentleman from 
the South, who goes under the protection of that 
Constitution which the Senator has sworn to sup- 
port, and which he just now declared he would be 
a dog to execute or to recognize; a gentleman from 
Virginia who goes to his State under the protec- 
tion of the Constitution and the sanction of the 
law, to reclaim his property, may be subject to 
vulgar denunciation, but only by vulgar men. 
Mr. President, | differ from the honorable Sen- 


| ator from South Carolina, [Mr. Butier,}] who 


said, as | understood him, that this law had not 
done its office. Sir, it has done its office. To be 


and odious, and dogs, if they recognized even the 
existence of slavery! What more did they do? 
Why, sir, they enjoyed that trade, as the carriers 
of the slaves from Africa, through those twenty 
years for which they had stipulated in the Con- 
They brought the slaves over, and 
within a recent period suits have been brought in 
southern States on bonds executed on the pur- 


| chaseof slaves from these very New England slave 
| importers. 





| 


Now, Mr. President, I believe the Senate will 
agree with me that, unworthy as the occasion may 
be, it is diffieult to be silent; yet, I confess, I 
almost feel that | owe an apology to the Senate 
for having spoken in this debate. I know ! shall 
owe an apology to those who sent me here for 
noticing it from such a quarter and in such a 
presence. 

Mr. PETTIT. I have lived to witness to-day 
what I had hoped I should not live to witness. [ 
had hoped that the silent clod would have covered 
me betore | should hear fall from the lips of a 
Senator who had sworn to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, an avowal that he would 
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not support it; an avowal that he disregarded all | 


such obligations, that it was as dross with him. 
Mr. President, I have no objection to the recep- 
tion, or the proposed reference of this petition. I 
have always maintained the unlimited right of the 
people to memorialize or petition Congress in any 
form, for any object that might be constitutionally 
acted upon here. 
repeal, or modify the existing, or any other 
fugitive slave law, there can be no doubt. That 
the law as it is, is constitutional, I entertain no 
doubt. That we have the constitutional power 
to make it less rigid, or more rigid, or to abrogate 
it entirely, there can be no question. The pro- 
pared reference of the petition is, I think, the 
egitimate one. However ready | may be to say 
that | would not grant the prayer of a petition 
which is sent here, I cannot be induced to throw 


the least barrier in the way of the reception and | 


proper reference of any petition in regard to any 
subject upon which we may constitutionally and 
legitimately act. 

Nay, sir, I go further. I believe that to-day, if 
the people of Massachusetts, or the people of any 


other portion of this country, should send in a | 
petition, and it should be laid upon your table, | 


and its reference moved to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, of which I have the honor to be a member, 
praying that this body should expel a member 


who had sworn to support the Constitution—the | 


sacred bond of our Union—and in our faces, in 
open Senate, had disowned it, and positively as- 
serted that he would not enforce it, | should vote 
for its reception, I should vote for its reference, 
but I will not say how I should report on it, though 
1 am inclined to think I should report in favor of 
granting their prayer and expelling that member. 
Sir, Senators are not to be tolerated here, who, 
openly and boldly, in the face of the country and 
of the Senate, say that they would violate their 
oaths. Sir, [addressing Mr. Sumner, ] in svepping 
to that desk, laying your hand upon the Gospe 
of God, swearing that you would support the 


Constitution, and placing the book to your lips, 
as 


giving seal and assurance that your heart as wel 
your lips acquiesced in what you said, you made 


no reservation of any clause,any article, any sec- || 
© mental reserva- || 
tion could be allowed. You swore that you would | 


tion, any line, or ary word. 


support alland singular, each and every on from 
beginning to end, the commencement and the end- 
ing inclusive; and you now in the face of your 
peers—peers, did I say, I hate to use the word— 
are the first in the Senate of the United States to 
openly declare you would violate the oath you 
have taken, and the bond of Union your ancestors 
made for you. 

The P 
will address the Chair, 

Mr. PETTIT. 
der. 


willing to act on it, though I will not say how I 
would act. 
not have taken his seat if he had made such a re- 
servation at the time of taking the oath, and that 


he ought not to hold it after he makes the reserva- | 


tion. 
Mr. President, | should have taken no part in 
this discussion, but for a reference made to me by 


the Senator from Massachusetts, an allusion un- | 


derstood by every Senator, and by the country. 
I have not uttered here or elsewhere anything to 
retract. J have nothing to withdraw. ‘I never 
tread back wards,’’ butalways go onward, unless I 
meet a barrier that stops me. That Senator has 


said that if those things go on, it will become a | 
been said on | 
this floor, that the Declaration of Independence is | 


common saying, as it has alread 


a self-evident lie. 


that clause of the Declaration of Independence to 
which reference is made. What is it? ‘ We 
hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men 
are created equal’’—not born equal, as many say 
and as man 
they are endowed by their Creator wi 
unalienable rights; that among these are life, lib- 
erty, and the pursuitof happiness.’’ 
which { made here some time ago, upon the Ne- 
braska bill, | said that the construction put upon 


this clause of the Declaration of Independence oy I] 
= il 


the Aboliuonists of the country, made it a sel 


That we may constitutionally | 


| which 


| equa 


|| created equal. 
ment when they first respire their native air. At | 


_ ness, strength, wisdom, an 
| instance, therefore, is there perfect equality among 


|| be established among them. 


| you, who to-day have stultified yourself—you, | 
ESIDING OFFICER. The Senator || 


It is suggested to me that he could | 


state it in the newspapers—*‘ that | 
certain | 


In aspeech | 
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evident lie instead of a self-evident truth. From 
that position | do not withdraw, but I boldly as- 
sert it again. 

Sir, Mr. Jefferson, in penning that instrument, 
was not talking about individuals; he was not talk- 


ing of the Senator or his progenitors from Massa- | 


chusetts; he was not talking about the white or 
the black race, the Caucasian or the African race; 
but he was talking about aggregated, congregated 
bodies, collections, and associations of men. He 
had reference to collections of men when they had 
become sufficiently numerous to form independent 
States. Then it was, according to his ideas, that 


they, as collections and associations of men, had | 


equal political rights with all other similar associ- 
ations or collections of men. In no other light 
did Jefferson ever dream that he was speaking in 
that portion of the Declaration. Will you say to 
me that Mr. Jefferson, himself a slaveholder, the 


descendant of a European, would stultify himself | 


by saying that his African negro slave, who was 


born his slave, created his slave, begotten his | 
slave, who was his slave during the whole course | 


of gestation, was created his, Jefferson’s, equal? 
He never dreamed of such a thing. 

Sir, the Senator named an African who was 
among the first that was slain in the contest for free- 
dom in the streets of Boston. 


Senator from Massachusetts, or the Senator his 


superior; but they were not, in my judgment, 
equals in life or equals in death. 


Now, sir, to give this clause of the Declaration 


of saeepencenny any other construction than that | 
have given it, is an evident, a self-evident, | 
| a palpable lie. Whatis the language? That “ all 


men are created equal.’’ Are they created equally 
tall, equally broad, equally long, equally short ? 
Are they created politically equal? Are they cre- 
ated pene equal ? 

? Are they created morally equal? I say, 
in no one of these several instances are ali men 
You cannot go beyond the mo- 


that time you pea yrenaniad to you the imbecile in 
mind, weak in bo 
him, the same day’s birth, you see power, great- 


beauty. In no one 


men, if you regard them as individuals. As na- 
tions, as collections of men, they have a right to 


| perfect equality as to the formation of their govern- 


ment, and the rights and domestic duties that shall 
I ask that Senator— 


who have said that the solemn oath which you 


| took at that stand, administered by the President 
lam certainly not out of or- || 
i say if such a petition or memorial were | 
sent here, | should be willing to receive and refer | 
it, and if referred to my committee, I should be | 


of this body upon the holy Evangelists of God, | 
kissing the book, giving seal and sanction to your | 


asseveration—you, who have said to-day that 
you would spit upon that oath, would disregard 
its obligations 
Mr. SUMNER. Never! never! 
Mr. PETTIT. You, who denied it; denied 





its power to bind you; you, who said ea would || 
t 


not maintain the Constitution of the United 
|| States—— 
Mr. SUMNER. I said I recognized no obli- 


| gation in the Constitution of the United States 


to bind me to help to reduce a man to slavery. 


Mr. PETTIT. I ask you, do you claim to be 
the equal of your revolutionary sires? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator | 


must address the Chair, not the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. PETTIT. I ask the Chair, then, whether 
the Senator from Massachusetts, with this odium 


| on his lips, is the equal of his revolutionary sires? 
Mr, President, let me for a moment turn you to | 


I do not know that he had any, properly speak- 
ing, but | take it in a State point of view. Is he 


| the equal of Adams, of Hancock, of Warren, who 


was the first martyr in the great cause of liberty, 


of freedom, and union; whose blood was the first 


to cement the union of these States, on Bunker’s 
hill, to which he has referred? Are you the equal 
of those men? Is he, sir, the equal of those men? 
I had rather ask you, Mr. President, for I think 
you would answer ‘‘no,’’ and he might answer 
‘* ves,” 

Now, Mr. President, | ¢ome down to later 
times. There is no distinction between moral, 


¢ 


I will not pretend to | 
say whether that African was the superior of the | 


They were not | 
| harmonious and beautiful in life, nor will they be | 
| equally beautiful in death. 


Are they created mentally | 


y, dwarf in size; while, beside | 


physical, political, and mental equalit cite 
take the language literally as it reads. Task that 


| Senator, then, or I ask you, sir, whether that 


Senator is the equal of the late lamented 


D . 
| Webster, who preceded him here lon — 


£ years 
and it would have been well for the onmree be 


had remained here in his seat to this day? Ts that 

Senator the equal, mentally, morally, physica)} 

or religiously, of that deceased and illustrious 

man? When will the Senator get to himself the 
proud reputation of the ‘* Expounder of the Con. 
stitution,’’ **the Godlike Daniel,’’ the might 
| giant intellect of Webster? He will get to hin. 
| self, instead, the odious, withering, blighting, and 
| blistering name of ‘* contemner and despiser of 
the Constitution, who refused to maintain, sup. 
|| port, and indorse it.”” Does that Senator pre. 
| tend to say that, mentally, there is no difference: 
You might as well interpolate ‘* mentally ” as 
** politically.”” You might as well say thes all 
men are created mentally equal as to say that all 
men are created politically equal. Neither of 
those words is in it; and, therefore, it applies ag 
| much to mental as it does to political equality, 
| Sir, men come to the earth, they make their ap- 
| pearance upon it, with mental powers, but with 
| no political rights, and I.may theretore say with 
more propriety that Jefferson intended to say they 
were created mentally instead of politically equal, 
At the earliest creation there are evidences of mep- 
tality without any political rights whatever. Then 
is the Senator the equal of Webster, who has Jefta 
| name, a monument, and a fame, I will not say up- 
| surpassable, but unequaled in strength, and power, 
and durability by any other American Senator? 
I believe that as a mere mental man—and | speak 
| of himinno other capacity—Webster had not his 
|| equal on this continent, if he had in Europe, or 
|| upon any other continent. Is that Senator his 
equal? e might as well say that the jackal js 
| the equal of the lion, or that the buzzard is the 
equal of the eagle. 

When you, sir, [addressing Mr. Sumner] find 
| no man beneath you; when those who are near 
| you—your own class of men—can find no man 
beneath you; when you shall claim as your equal 
| the man who rolls in the gutter, whom God has de- 
prived in his own organization and creation of all 
mental power and capacity; when you shall claim 
that he who wallows in the gutter with the vilest 
| and most worthless is your equal, then your inter- 
| pretation of the doctrine is true. Let me go fur- 
| ther. If the Aloighty even intended to create the 
| Senator the equal with the mighty and lamented 
|| Webster, I must be allowed to say that He made 
| a gross blunder and a most egregious mistake. 
How, then, is it that men are all equal, and are 
created equal? When we first see them, they are 
| unequal. They grow up unequal. They have 
not equal political rights. Will that Senator say 
that this equality consists in political rights? 
| Then he says that the serf of the Autocrat of 
_ Russia is his equal in everything and he the serf’s 
| equal. If so, they ought to change stations, per- 
| haps. I say they are not equal, and were not 
|| created equal. 

Was that Senator, created a free-born citizen of 
Massachusetts, created as such a member of this 
| great Republic and Confederation, and yet was 

he alee no more than equal with the southern 
slave upon a southern plantation? Was he created 
precisely equal with the most ignorant of the ig- 
norant hordes that inhabit any portion of the hab- 
itable globe? Was he cael only equal with the 
veriest and lowest serfs of the Emperor Nicholas? 
When the time shall come when he avows that 
there is no degzadation, no weakness of intellect, 
no physical, moral, or mental development beneath 
|| his own, then he may assert the truth of his dogma 
|| and his declaration. Sir, I am) inclined to believe 
| that, in a moral point of view, that Senator cannot 
| find one beneath himself, taking his own declara- 
| tion to day. He who will swear here in this body, 
| appealing to God for the truth of what he says, 0 
| support the Constitution of the Union, and then 
| boldly proclaim that he will not do it, has sunk, 
| in my estimation, to a depth of humiliation and 
| degradation which it would not be enviable for the 
|| veriest serf or the lowest of God’s creation to 0c 
| cupy. It may be in that pene of view the Sen- 
| ator regards all others as his equal; but there are 

some who are not willing to regard that Senator 
_ as their equal, and who will never be coerced into 
‘| any such admission. 
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Mr. DIXON obtained the floor, but yielded at | 
the solicitation of several Senators; and 
"The Senate adjourned. | 


—_+——_—_ —— 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 26, | 854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
hy Rev. Henry Siicer. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


MARTHA WASHINGTON CASE. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
ie a motion to suspend the rules, laying over from 
Monday last, for the purpose of allowing the gen- 
‘leman from Ohio [Mr. Buss] to introduce a bill 
«to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
appoint a special agent to investigate and bring to 
justice certain offenders against the laws of the 
United States, and making an appropriation of | 
615,000 for that purpose. ”’ 
" The bill, which was read for information, pro- || 
yides that, whereas, there is probable cause to || 
believe that an extensive combination exists in | 
the western States, having for its object the com- | 
mission of crimes against the laws of the United | 
States; and in pursuance of which, such crimes 
have been committed; therefore, the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized to appoint a special 
agent, at such compensation as he may deem 
proper, to investigate and bring to justice the said | 
offenders, and for that purpose the sum of $15,000 || 
is appropriated: Provided, That the said duties of | 
said special agent shall determine on the Ist of 
July, 1856, and that the Secretary shall report to 
Congress an account of the disposition of said 
sum. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
tosuspend the rules; and it was decided in the 
negative—two thirds not voting in favor thereof. 


SURVEYS IN ALABAMA. | 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE, by unanimous consent, | 
introduced ##afollowing joint resolution; which 
was read a first and second time by its title: || 

Joint resolution directing the connection of the | 
public surveys in Alabama with the boundary 
line between the States of Alabama and Florida. | 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. The object of the res- 
olution is to have surveyed the lands on the bound- 
ary line between Alabama and Florida. The line | 
between these two States has been recently settled 
and acquiesced in upon the part of both States. 
The section lines have not been extended to the 
boundary lines upon the part of Alabama. On )|| 
the part of Florida, this work has been done. [ | 
now desire to give authority to the General Land 
Office here to have these surveys made. There is 
no conflict of interests. There is no appropria- 
tion necessary to carry out the work. I have 
been written to by constituents to get these sur- 
veys made, that they may be enabled to purchase 
a portion of those lands. I hope there will be no | 
objection made to the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. HAVEN. This resolution makes no ap- 
propriation. It isonly to have surveys made. I | 
hope it will be passed. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


THE LATE MEXICAN TREATY. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. I propose now, if the House 
will indulge me, to move a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of going into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, with a view 
of taking up House bill (No. 405) to enable the 
President to execute the third article of the recent 
treaty with Mexico. We have a very short time | 
in which we can act upon that bill, and | hope | 
that the House will act upon it in one way or the | 
other at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Before that motion is put, | 
I desire to ask the unanimous consent of the House | 
to offer the following resolution: | 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, requested, if not inconsistent with the public 
interests, to communicate to this House copies of all in- 
structions to our Minister to Mexico, Mr. Gadsden, and of 
all correspondence between this Government and him, 
touching or concerning the treaty between this Govern- 
mentand Mexico, of the 30th of December last, and the 
subject-matter thereof. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object’ to that resolution. || 
It comes here too late for the House to act upon it. || 


Prayer 


| 


| made must be first 


Mr. PECKHAM. I move to suspend the 
rules, for the purpose of enabling me to offer it. 

The SPEAKER. There is already a motion 
pending to suspend the rules to go into the Commit- 
tee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union, which 
will take precedence of the gentleman’s motion, 
Both motions being of equal dignity, the one first 

ut. 

Mr. BENTON. I have a question to make 
which, I think, will take precedence of both mo- 
tions. I propose now to make the motion of 
which I gave notice some days ago, of the privi- 
leges of this House. It is one which, I appre- 
hend, takes precedence of all other motions, and 
especially does it take precedence of that now 
made, to go intoCommittee of the Whole for the 
purpose of taking up this bill. If I am right in 
my apprehension of the dignity and of the obli- 
gations which attach to the privilege I shall plead, 
T will go on and state my motion. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gen- 


| tleman’s motion before he decides as to the ques- 


tion of privilege. 

Mr. BENTON. I have reduced to writing the 
points of privilege which I make to the House, 
in order to avoid any misconception or misap- 
prehension. | 


Resolved, That the House will not consider the question 
of appropriating $10,000,000 to carry into effect the Mexican 
treaty of December 30, 1853, for the acquisition of foreign 
territory, until it shall first have considered whether there 
was a breach of the privileges of this House in negotiating 
and concluding said treaty ; nor until after the House shall 
have obtained full information on the negotiation and con- 
clusion of said treaty. 

Resolved, That the said treaty, depending for its execu- 


| tion on a law of Congress to be passed on a subject submit 


ted'by the Constitution to the power of Congress, it is the 
constitutional right and duty of the House of Representa- 
tives to deliberate on the expediency or inexpediency of 
carrying such treaty into effect, and to determine and act 
thereon, as, in their judgment, may be most conducive to 
the public good. 

That is copied from the resolutions adopted by 
the House of Representatives, in the year 1796, 
after President Washington had refused to com- 
municate papers to the House on that subject. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman is through 


|| with his question of privilege—— 


{Cries of ** Wait until he is heard on it!’’) 

Mr HOUSTON. As far as the gentleman has 
gone, I desire the decision of the Chair. 

[Cries of ‘*Order!’’] 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
what lam doing. I havea right to state my point 


| to the Chair. 


Mr. BENTON. Certainly. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Well, sir, I want the de- 


| cision of the Speaker whether the question of the 
| gentleman from Missouri is such a question of | 


privilege as will arrest the privileged motion 


_ which | have submitted for the adoption of the 
| House? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair prefers first to 
hear the additional resolution. There were three 
of them, as the gentleman from Missouri an- 


at once. 

Under the circumstances, the gentleman from 
Missouri will excuse the Chair from indicating 
that remarks should be dispensed with until the 
question of order or privilege is presented. 

Mr. BENTON. Yes, sir; good. The third 
resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That the admission of new States into the 
Union being a question exclusively granted to Congress by 
the Constitution, any treaty stipulation for the acquisition 
of foreign territory with a right to be admitted as a State, 
without authorization from Congress, is a breach of the 
privileges of that body, a violation of the Constitution, and 


| Hlegal and void. 


Resolved, That a purchase of foreign territory by the 
Federal Government not having been provided for in the 
Constitution, a concurrence of the legislative and execu 
tive departments of the Government—the former by an act 
of Congress, the latter by a treaty stipulation—is necessary 
to the consummation of the act, and has been so held in 
the purchase of Louisiana, Florida, and California. 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has a right 
to the information which would enable it to judge the 
merits of the Mexican treaty in its legislative consideration 
thereof; and that the President be respectfully requested 
to furnish to the House of Representatives a copy of the 
instructions under which the same was negotiated. and of 
the correspondence to which it gave rise, and of all other 
papers connected with the subject—the said copies to be 
communicated confidentially, if, in the opinion of the Pres- 
ident, the public good may not admit of their present pub 
lication. 


These are the points, sir. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinksthe matter || overflow on the left bank of the river. 
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introduced by the gentleman from Missouri is 
rather for the consideration of the body, in connec- 
tion with the bill referred to, than for the decision 
of the Chair, as a question of privilege. If, for 
any reason, the Ft posit from Missouri should 

ropose to impeach the President of the United 
States, or any other officer, it would not be for the 
Chair to inquire into the validity of the reasons 
given; but the proposition itself would involve a 
question of high privilege, and would take preced- 
ence. The Chair, therefore, overrules the ques- 
tion of privilege made by the gentleman trom 
Missouri, being unable to see in the papers pre- 
sented any question of privilege, as the gentleman 
from Missouri has done. 

The question now recurs upon the motion made 
by the gentleman from Alabama, that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Would it be in order to 
move a suspension of the rules to enable the hon- 
orable gentleman from Missouri to submit his 
question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. There is already pending a 
motion to suspend the rules, which will take pre- 
cedence of any motion to suspend for another 
purpose. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I suggest, then, that after 
that motion is disposed of, a motion be made to 
suspend the rules, to enable the gentleman from 
Missouri to submit his question of privilege. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine.. I would in- 
quire whether it would not be in order to move to 
suspend the rules, to enable the House to consider 
a resolution which may be offered? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order. 
The Chair, upon a former occasion, stated that a 
motion to suspend the rules to go into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and a 
motion to suspend the rules for the introduction 
of a bill, or for any other purpose, were of equal 
dignity, and would be so considered by the Chair, 
and put in the order of time in which ‘hey were 


|| made. 


I am in order, and I know | 


| nounced. The Chair will then be able to decide 


Mr. WASHBURN. I would ask the Chair if 
he did not decide, that inasmuch as the rules of the 
House could not be suspended except we Mon- 


day, a motion for that purpose would take preced- 
ence? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair only indicated at 
the moment such a view of the subject, but cor- 
rected it very soon after he made the decision, 


SWAMP LANDS. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. I desire the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. Hovsron] to yield me the 
floor for afew minutes to make a statement. It 
has no relation to the matter now before the House, 
I have received some information lately, which 
renders it necessary that I should go home at an 
early day. - What I desire to say will not occupy 
more than four or five minutes; and probably I 
may not trouble the House soon, if at all, during 
the remainder of the session. 

{Cries of ‘‘Agreed!’’ ‘*Agreed!’’] 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ihave no objection to the 
gentleman from Tennessee being allowed to make 
the statement he desires to make, if it gives rise 
to no debate, 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. 
statement. 

General assent, was expressed by the House. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I will 
state to the House that I hold in my hand a paper 
which, had it been forwarded to me at an ae 
day, I should have taken great pleasure in pre- 
senting to this body. It did not reach me, how- 
ever, until this morning. It is tne memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Tennessee, adopted 
in February, 1854. It relates to a subject which I 
shall bring before the House whenever I can do so 
consistently with the other public business which 
is now before us, and which, under the rules, will 
have to be first considered. I beg-leave to state 
the contents of the paper very briefly, and let it 
go to the Clerk’s desk. I will not insist on its 
being read. 

The House will recollect that some time ago 
Congress ceded to the States of Missouri and 
Arkansas a vast quantity of low swamp ‘ands. 
In consequence of such cession, these States have 
leveed the right bank of the Mississippi river, and 
the result has been to increase the amount of 
In con- 


Itis merely to makea 
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sequence thereof, a large number of my constitu- | of this matter. The chairman of the Committee |, 


ents have been materially injured by means of the 
increased quantity of water thrown on their lands 
in'that portion of Tennessee. The Legislature of | 
the State has therefore adopted a memorial pray- 
ing Congress to take the matter into consideration. 
1 will simply say that the action of Congress, in 
ceding these lands to Arkansas and Missouri, and 


which led to leveeing the right bank of the Mis- || 
sissippi river, opposite the State of Tennessee, || 
has caused great injury to that portion of my con- | 


stituents who own lands on the left bank of the 
Mississippi river; and at the proper time, when I 
can do so consistently with the other public busi- 
ness, | shall bring the matter before the House, 
and shall most respectfully ask the House to take 
the whole eubject into consideration. In the mean | 
time I content myself with simply presenting this | 
memorial, and asking that it may be printed, 
and, for the present, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. PECKHAM. 
whether, after we have got into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, either of | 
these resolutions offered by the gentleman from | 
Missouri and myself can be introduced or adopted ? 

The SPEAKER. Neither of them can be 
adopted after the House has gone into committee. 


The question was then taken on the motion of || 


Mr. Houston; and it was agreed to. 

The House thereupon resolved itself into the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Disney in the chair.) 


THE MEXICAN TREATY. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that | 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill be laid | 


aside for the present, and that the committee take | 
up bill of this House, No. 405, **to enable the | 
President of the United States to execute the third | 
article of the recent treaty with Mexico.’’ 

Mr. PECKHAM. I would inquire if that bill | 
is the bill next in order upon the Calendar after 
the civil and diplomatic bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Then I ask if it is in order 


for the committee to lay aside all the bills before | 


that one by one motion? 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I inquire of | 


the Chair whether it is in order to Jay aside this | 


bill, and take up the bill indicated by the gentle- 
man from Alabama, without previously laying 
aside all the other bills, one at a time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark, 
that it will be found that, according to the 80th rule 
of the House, appropriation bills Rave recedence 
over all other bills on the Calendar. They stand 
in the position of privileged bills. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask that the rule may 
be read. 

The rule was read, as follows: 

*€ General appropriation bills shall be in order in prefer- 
ence to any other bills of a public nature, unless otherwise 
ordered by a majority of the House.’’ 

Mr. WASHBURN. My inquiry is, whether 
this bill is to be regarded in the light of a general 
appropriation bill ? 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no hesita- 
tion in deciding that it is. 

The Chair will hold, in the present case, that 
the first question pending beforé the committee is 
upon the motion to lay aside the civil and diplo- 
matic bill, If that question should be decided in 
the affirmative, the question will then arise, accord- 
ing to the rule just read, upon laying aside such 
general appropriation bills as stand ea the Cal- 
endar, intervening between the civil and diplo- 
matic bill and the bill indicated by the gentleman 
from Alabama; and all other bills, being inferior 
bills, will be passed over as a matter of course. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
tw lay aside the civil and diplomatic bill; and it 
was agreed to’. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now move to take up bill 


No. 405. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under the 
impression that the true construction of the 80th 
rule will require a special motion to dispose of the | 
bills intervening between the civil and diplomatic | 
bill and bill No. 405, to which the gentleman re- | 
fers. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think if the Chair will re- 
fiect a moment he will agree with me in my view 


I would ask the Chair || 
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|| between the United States and the Mexican Re- 


| 


of Ways and Means, or any gentleman who has | 
the management of an appropriation bill, has | 
been, by universal consent and the practice of | 


| this House, allowed to indicate the bill he de- | 


| 


sired to take up. Such has been the universal | 
practice. The appropriation bills have precedence | 


over other bills; and the chairman of the Com- || 


mittee of Ways and Means has always been al- | 
lowed the privilege of indicating the order in 
which he desires to have them taken up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands | 
what the practice has been; but objection being 
now made to such disposition of the bills upon | 


| amount of land that we are to get, but because the 


the Calendar, the Chair is compelled to carry out || 


the proper construction of the rule, as he under- | 
stands it. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The latter clause 
of the 78th rule settles that matter. The rule says: 


‘In preparing bills of appropriations for other objects, | 
the Committee of Ways and Means shall not include appro- | 


priations for carrying into effect treaties made by the United || 


States ; and where an appropriation bill shall be referred 
to them for their consideration which contains appropria- 
tions for carrying a treaty into effect, and for other objects, | 
they shall propose such amendments as shall prevent ap- 
propriations for carrying @ treaty into effect being included | 
in the same bill with appropriations for other objects.’’ 
Mr. HOUSTON. I think there is no objection. 
I hope the Chair will put the question upon taking 
up the bill | have indicated. 
The question was put; and the motion was | 
agreed to. 
House bill (No. 405) ‘to enable the President 
of the United States to fulfill the third article of the | 


treaty between the United States and the Mexican || 
Republic, of the 30th of December, 1853, as | 


amended by the Senate of the United States,”’ 
was accordingly taken up and read in extenso. 

It omer that $10,000,000 be appropriated, to | 
enable 
the stipulation in the third article of the treaty | 


public, of December 30, 1853, as subsequently | 
amended by the Senate of the United States; of | 
which sum $7,000,000 are to be paid on the ex- 
change of the ratifications of said treaty, and the 
remaining $3,000,000 as soon as the boundary line 
shall be surveyed, marked, and established. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
by striking out all after the word “treaty,” in | 
the eleventh line, as follows: 

And remaining three millions as soon as the boundary | 
line shal surveyed, marked, and established. 

Mr. Chairman, | offer this amendment for the 
purpose of a up the bill, in the proper form, 
for discussion. 
read, as well as the message of the President of the 
United States natn mom the treaty, were laid 
upon the tables of the members of the House on 
Friday or Saturday last; and, therefore, it would | 
be useless for me to remind the committee that, | 
according to the stipulations of the treaty itself, | 





the ratifications have to be exchanged by the 30th | 


of this month, thus leaving but a very few days | 
for the action of this House in making the appro- 
priation proposed in this bill, if the House intend | 
to make it at all. 


for a speedy action upon the bill. 
os to make the appropriation, it must be made 


efore the 30th of June. |] 
I have the right, under the rules, to open the | 
debate on this bill, as well as to close it; but, con- || 
sidering the circumstances, and as I desire to make | 


an appeal to the House to terminate general dis- 
cussion on the measure so early as to-morrow 


morning, | shall forbear any remark now, in the || 


commencement of any investigation which may 
grow out of this appropriation, intending to reply | 
at the close of the debate to such objections as may 
be presented by gentlemen opposed to the bill. 1 
have moved the amendment; it is now in order to 
debate the bill, and I yield the floor to other gen- 
tlemen. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, | | 


want to make one motion. I do not expect to 


make a speech on the bill; but 1 now submit the | 


motion to strike out the enacting clause of it, not 
with any view of defeating the measure—for I ex- 
pect to vote for it—but in order that no other | 
motions may be made until we get through it. 

I said that | expected to vote for this bill, not, 
however, because | believe that I am bound_.to 





vote the money because the President and Senate | mitting it. 


|| people. 


the-President of the United States to fulfill || 


I move to amend the bill || 


he bill which has just been || 


I offer these remarks for the || 
purpose of claiming the indulgence of the House || 
If they pro- | 


|| I wish to raise a uestion of order. 





of the United States have made a treaty with Me ' 
ico, In which it is promised to be paid that nation 
I entertain no such doctrines. | hold that | am . 
free, thatevery member of this body, and that the 
House itself, is as free in voting on this bill, to seleee 
it if the treaty does not meet their approbation 
to reject the most trifling and ordinar appropri 
tion which may be brought into Congress, | 
shall vote for it, not in consideration of the smal! 


treaty abrogates the eleventh article of t 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo of February, 1848, an) 
releases us from all the obligations, real and 8Up- 
posed, and all the applications and harrassment, 
for depredations committed by the Indians from 
our side of the line. It is to get clear of our obj. 


he treaty 


| gations under the eleventh article of that treaty of 


1848 that I shall vote for this bill, and not because 
I feel myself at all bound to do it because th, 
treaty has been made. 

Mr. GROW obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. BENTON, who said he thought the points 
presented were entitled to the greatest considers. 
tion. He alluded to the fact that when the Feders| 
| Government was framed, many objected to the 

Constitution. ‘Ihe sagacious Patrick Henry said 
| that it gave thesword and the purse to the Execy. 

tive. e meant the unlimited power of raising 

money, and navies, and armies. With respect to 
the purse, there is a constitutional clause which 
| confides to this House the power of originating 

burdens on the people. This power has existed 
| in England from the time of the Saxon invasion, 
He was-free to say he knew nothing worth saving 
in the Constitution, if the President and the Senate 
can take, when they please, the money of the 
Nothing, so help him God, is worth 
saving of the Constitution, if this power is taken 
away, as the bill before the committee proposes, 
If anything he could say would induce the Rep. 
resentatives of the people to think on this subject, 
he should think it one of the most glorious days 
of his political life, and should rejoice in the cir- 
cumstance which brought him here this day to 
| plead the privileges of the people and the Consiti- 
_ tution; to plead for the oie thing which, being 
lost, he held nothing in the Constitution was 
| worth preserving. 

He contended, in the course of his remarks, 
that when a treaty acts on a subject within the 
legislative power of the House, the House has the 
authority and duty to examine all the circum- 
stances, and consider into the expediency or inex- 
| pediency of the treaty precisely as the public good 
requires. 

e argued the constitutional power in relation 
| to treaties, severely commenting on the message 
| of the President communicating the recent treaty, 
| saying the message did nothing in the world but 
_ Gemand the check of the House for ten millions 
of dollars, and that at brief notice and without 
daysofgrace. Give me the money by to-morrow; 
that is like ** stand and deliver.” He considered 
that the President, in negotiating this treaty, had 


|, invaded the pariegee of this House. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, obtained the floor. 

Mr. BENTON. I move an amendment in re- 
lation to this $10,000,000. 

Mr. BAYLY. I believeI have the floor; but ! 
_ have every disposition to indulge the gentleman 
from Missouri, if it does not come out of my time. 
I have no objection to his continuing his speech, 
always supposing a similar privilege will be ex- 
_ tended to me. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. I object to that. 1 want no 
| similar privileges granted. 
| Mr. OCK. Has not the gentleman from 
| Missouri a right to move an amendment? —__ 
| TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mis- 
_souri has exhausted the hour allotted to him un- 
| der the rules. 
__ Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Besides that, there 
| is a proposition pending to strike out the enacting 
clause of the bill, which supersedes all other amend- 
| ments. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman from Tennessee as making 


| that motion, but merely as indicating his intention 


| to make it hereafter. , 

Mr. JONES. 1 made the motion distinctly. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. If that motion is pending, 
I did not un- 
| derstand the gentleman from Tennessee as sub- 








